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Abstract: Differential evolution algorithm usually solves the constrained optimization problems by the feasible
solutions priority rule, but the method can not use the infeasible solutions information populations. &-DE algorithm
is designed and can use the information of infeasible solutions. By designing new comparison rules, the infeasible
solutions with better objective function are made full use of in the evolution process. The concept of population
constraint relax degree is introduced in the comparison rules. During the evolution initial phase, the infeasible
solutions with better objective function and near the boundary of the feasible region are incorporated in the
population. With the evolutionary generation increasing, the decrease in the population constraint relax degree
decreases the number of infeasible solutions in the population. Unless the population constraint relax degree is 0,
the population is entirely composed of feasible solutions. In addition, an improved DE algorithm is chosen as the
search algorithm, so a faster convergence is gotten. The simulation results of 13 benchmark functions prove that
&-DE is most competitive in all DE algorithms for solving COPs.

Key words:  constrained optimization problem; differential evolution algorithm; e-differential evolution
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FRIZE SRR RMAE Y oDE £k 2375

03 WEAL 532 (differential evolution, fAi K DE)E IEEE 45 1 JEdEb v K 26 h R IR =, 1 .02 N T 4%
A AL 1) SR, " AR e SR VA AR ) R i 2D 7 52 B TR 4 R LR T A RO e 2 SR Ak ) R
(constrained optimization problems, & #% COPs), 5l i [¥) )7 V5 2 i3t DE S5 b FALE, 51 5 MR A v AT 18
HEAL.

Deb Eb A HE I U2 5545 201 ik DE S0 BHLHI I 735, 6l 3 4 e A i

HEN 1. PSR YR 7 G2 A2 v AT i IE A A 50/ BB R 5010 3R (A SO 8 19 29 SR AL T 388 248 02 3 /> Ak
i) ).

N 2. PRI R — DR TATAR . — A A TAT RIS ATAT AR 35

T 3. PIAN i 1k 7 G2 BB A2 AN W AT fift, 240 SRR s R B 2 R/ R 30

Deb BB N AE 7R — AN W B B, & TR W AT AR U0 T AN AT AT MR 5 4 B Db BT DU, DU 3 Ak i 7 L g
76T AT I A BEAT AR 110, 55 BRI Cail V4R45 AR AR v COPs 5] FUIF, 726 Fh B b AR 555 24 80 B IR T AT A7 2 4k B 4
Jo P A R ) S

ASCER L — MR e-DE SIL R COPs 7). 04 T 47 B A AN AT AT AR A5 8 AR B vk h vt 77— Fhik
HELEEAL R, T ZE A b 51N T e rl AT Wl St 0 AN W AT M, H0mT B |5 48 R O A8 N AT SR A W AT 3 Xl
SENT S AL A A% U LU L AIME 20T Deb HE I A ¥ 55 2 4 v, S A TRAR L 55 D AN J T3 — A — 3 o e vy
AT 1L S AN AT AT AR AT i P AT A PR TR B T B R A A B 1Y 3 23 A T AT AR R A 1R AR L ROR R
D AR K ik LU LI 51N DE VL A 547 2R ¥ COPs ] (¥ 13 /> Benchmark B 3 40+ B0k HL %
BLHI ) 2 B0 T e COPs i) 7 1) 5% 1.

1 [EEEX
COPs fil {8 ) — BB X
min f(X),X eD
S.t{gi(X)<0, i=12,..,q (D
h(X)=0, k=q+1,9+2,...,m
3, D =TT [a.b ] RY X=(x1.%a,... %) L Xie[aybil, DR B H AR L) g MAERLF LM h(X)
7t m—q PNRERLA AT A, % S={X|XeDAGi(X) < 0Ah(X)=0} &7~ n] 1745,

2 DE &R ERRR COPs [a] % 3 ik [2] B

Price #1 Storn $2 ! () DE 435015 35 45 55 1: (genetic algorithm, fFFR GA)ZEBL, A0 528 X\ 48 F AL £63X 3
AP L E R R AT R E T S 5 B A T RN B AT 25 405 B DE BE 5 GA K
VLA R Z A5 T DE 5L T SE 80 9, T GA kT — 1 fil s,

ASCEFR DE BE TS 1 B, 5 ks #E DE B AR 2 4k H— 4% 7 randint(min,max) = 42—~ min
1 max 2 [A1¥95) 53 47 (44 rand (0, 1) 77 4E—A> 0 1 1 2 [A1394) 43 A (1 Bl L4 PopulationSize 7R F K/ F
FTRAL T R4 TR - CR IR 28 SUMEAE,n R 7 fiff v 1] 730 P 4

AL Pricel®E 1997 482 T PR UCSIGH B B2 1 (¥ —Fh it DE S5k MR R 7 55K DE 5
IEANFLEAGE BRI X, 15, TS 2R X 1 BT Ra i X, 51 AR Pt X AT 17 kAT
PLiZ ST LL AR DE S S 132 5 R Pricel®A 45 Y, % 240t DE S5 A L oAl i A 10 AT DU R A3 25—,
BT 22 00 1) RS A AT A O 0,108 17 45 2 43 AR S A e Al X ANAEAERE O 22 i R e T R B 2 R 50—
3 ) 2t HE 258 43 AT o #4228 O A 48 28 25 1) A ol B /IS R T R o5 2, TR ke, Ak B AS [F) o) R0 I AN A7 7 2 SO 5 28 =,
DRI 2k 22 43 1) 1 d RO SIB 0,5 LAZSRE T O Je B 48 R 05 25 B il i S B R 4R R B 14 22 - 1 X e
AT R4 2R, TR I WS SIS B B D B A SO BB A A R L.
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Begin
gen=0
Generate initial population {Xj|1<<i<<PopulationSize}
For gen=1 to MAX_GENERATIONS Do
For i=1 to PopulationSize Do
—  Select randomly ry#r,#r;=i with ry,rp,r;e[1,PopulationSize] and f(Xr]) <f(Xj)

jrana=randint(1,n)
For j=1to n Do
If (rand(0,1)<CR or j=jrand) Then
- X;=(F+05)*x ; +(F=0.5)*% ; + F*(X_; =X, ;)

Else
X =%

End If

End For

If f(X)<f(X;,) Then
X=X/

End If

End For

End For
End

Fig.1 The pseudo code of improved differential evolution algorithm
K1 ot 22 g B SO D
2.1 DE#H L E &R COPs|a] % STk [l B

Storn! At T —F R HI DE S5 KR ot COPs 1975 6. 1% 77 58 1 S % 20 AGIEA T IB0KA A8 2500 1 b 0 v O 4 A
ARAL B AT AT A Wi i, 70 E A PR g — AR 20 PR A JBORA 2 B2 AN Wi A0 K [ I S SROBHRE v BT A7 A AR SR DR KR T AT
fifp XA FEA WA, — B A ATSRAFEEE A 0981, 1% 5320 AN IE & A B4R QA

Lampinen[g]’[ﬂﬂm DE HiEfi# U COPs MM T 4 —AS 1 FE AL BRAT R 4 0 T o8tk 22 0 A v i i B 5
T A Bt TR LR AR

HEN 1. SR PIAS SRR A AT AT 06 4 H b bR BB AL 3R

HEN 2. SR — AN AT AT AR, 53— AR AR AT R I8 A AT R SR

EN 3. BRSNS AR AT R, ELAE P A 0o A 08 7 2R AN R 1) S R B2 48 L Js i A A /N IR 4 %
Bl dn A1k

AEN 55 Deb HEWIAEAEN 3 AbA7 75 W AN F]: =4 AN AN il AT fif BL I Lampinen 4 Hh (K 5775 A ] Pareto (fy
DML Deb A H] T i 29 90 SR RE 2 R 3K 4 Al L Ao U7 A P AT M8 o 0 B St 1, 24 Ak B A 0 A £
TRIAT B SR el RT3 P A I S AN

Lin®f# R {+ DE S5 K MR COPs. fbfERRHE DE 53k i il 17— S 477 b BBl 22 Kk sk K sl ik
ZINERY ) L A AR B2 RIS P S0 R T T R A B VR K SR s R SR 2 SR A kR R A 3 — B ) H bR R
B, BETTAE 29 SR ) R AL D TS 20 AR AT A ) .

Mezural "4 i T DE 54 ¥ COPs. ol T #5i% DE SV (1198 22 ik 71, % 505 AR VPR EF i — AN 307 £
FEEZATFINT 8 T R B R4 E, e it T DE Sk R 5 , 3 TE pe e 2 Al F T AT A S ik
FERRUE, I 2 A8 H A bR B0 56 P10 228 6 A v 8 438 5 10 e 3 0 49 Rl e Ok RF — 2 BB AN T AT A, N T 455 17 e
ZHETE.

3 ¢DE &%
3.1 sDEEZXKiTtBHF

55 42 S PEARAL i) BEAN [5],COPs i) REURE 1 28 2 18] 3 Bl T AT SRR R AT AR IX N /A S T &-DE 55
A COPs, B SERAFAE AN BT H Ax: 1) $R BT i AT480:2) #3142y Pk dme LA
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HAx 1) Ay 47 355 by 48 A48 2 23 v) Lo A9 B /N (K015 78 DL R S I 807 T T AT S8k 3t b (0 5 7 2l 47
WARE NI, e-DE 5503 W1 R TR ORE b AN A7 AT AR R B0 AT AT 380 S S AL T T AT Sk S, e B R N AR AT AT
RIS AT AT S N B 30 S5 AR A T WIS A 555 T2 , ek R PR R e v (R R m AT AR #1802 - DB Sk 1 T 3 2.

J T SEBLE bR 2),6-DE SIS v —Ff s 240 LA B AL, A A5 AN ML I R S A R B AR T 1)
AT,

3.2 sDEEZEFMBRAELLEENM

321 HEAME
EX HARIERIZEZF G(X)). GX)RRFEE A X 20 0E KRR 2 F1, o 0
G(X)=27 G;(X) @
e,
_Jmax{0,9;(X)},  1sj=q
0 )_{maX{Oth(x)l—é‘},q+1<j<m 3)
Horh, s8R A5 AR TR TR BE e 2 B4 ARH gen 1) B HL:
_|S(gen-1)/6,, §>107
5(96”)—{ 07, s<10° 4)

Forp, 0 Fon Rt AL —AQSE L) AUBA FEEE 87 /¥ ELA5i), 1 1.035.
EX 2(MBELAR VAL TEE a(gen)). e(gen) Ko FiEIEAL 2] gen AU A4 X i [ 49 RREE GOX) ) S PR,
A rr:

e(gen—1)/6,, £>107°
#(gen) :{0, <10 ®)
Horp, 0, RRBEHEA 1AL L) A ATV JB0RA R 5 ok /N 11 L A5, B 1.035.
EX I(AHEEZMR). UFM LIS gen AUN, U1 R 0<G(X)< &(gen), & X 52 i Z fi.
EX ARATHEZRR). AP T ES gen AR, 41 G(X)>e(gen), ™A X 5t & A il H22 AR
322 AR YIT R BRI
J T LM eDE FLBA B B AR R X 1~8 X 4 Wik T g o7 i 3 .
TEN 1. PANHR A W AT AR, B AR BR8N IR 3R
HEN) 2. PIANHS S AN TTAT Af, 24  IRFREE G(X) /M3 .
HENW) 3. — AN WATAE— SR AATAT R, 7 I FE TE e
TG LW AN AT AT A 0 T 452 52 A 0 A LU IS AT AT B FH AT AT R 10 B B B8 25, /N (1) 3 e
TG 2: 00 AN AT AT i S AN 7T 45252 il IR AT AT i 3R i

B LA E EE A HE I 2 SO PR P T7 S M EL IR BR 2 Prior(Xy,Xy).
TE X (R R LB EE Prior(X1,Xy)).

f(xl) < f(Xz), G(Xl) = G(Xz) =0

G(X,) < G(X,), G(X,)>0AG(X,)>0

Prior(X,, X,) = 1f(X1)< f(X,), (CE;(X D=0A¢e(gen)=G(X,)>0 ©)
(X,)=0AG(X,) > &(gen)
(X)) << f(X,), e(gen) =G(X,)>0AG(X,)=0
0, G(X,)>e(gen) AG(X,)=0

PREL Prior(X,,X.)iR [FIE R 1 £ X 0T X0, iR BIME A 0 Fon X, % T Xs.
AN EL R U 5 Deb EERHE AN [R], 22 5 3R DUAE W AN J7 THI 56— A AR A —FE Deb tmmm%mm@
2 0 B AR, & DE B3k LA v U 32 - 78 43 A F ml A7 38000 LB 0 A m AT AR 5L A JEARL 28 — B L R —
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ST AT R, — A A VAT R IR LU HE AN R, Deb  FUAHE TN PIAT fiff— 52 SR E, I 7E & DE - 5032 1 LA ) opr 5 AN
AT AR 2 T B2 AR HLEAT B0 H A R 5, D) T AT A R UL
3.3 &DEE&EIESR
&DE FkHT 55 3 WA 41 et DE S0, 058 Bt (1) = LR BCHUN B8 282 Prior(X,, Xo) Bk H b DU 2 1%
FVRHESE I OB Can b 2 ). 5 B 1 s et DE BEANRL 2 Ak H #5722k randint(min,max) = 4 — 4> min 1
max Z [A]¥475) 53 4 (485 rand (0, 1) 77 2E—A> 0 A1 1 2 [A1¥94) 43 A7 (1) B L £L. PopulationSize 7R PR /N F %
AR I AE TR T CR 2728 SUMEH,n 2 7 il v i L 11 4 5
Begin

gen=0

Generate initial population {Xj|1<<i<<PopulationSize}

For gen=1 to MAX_GENERATIONS Do

For i=1 to PopulationSize Do
- Select randomly ry#r#rs=i with ry,rp,r;e[1,PopulationSize] and Prior(xrl LX) =1

Jjrane=randint(1,n)
For j=1to n Do
If (rand(0,1)<CR or j=jrang) Then
xi’ﬁj =(F +0'5)*Xr‘,1 +(F-05)*x;+F *(sz,j —xr“.)
Else
xi’ﬁj =%
End If
End For
—  If(Prior(X/,X;)=1) Then
X, =X/
End If
End For
End For
End
Fig.2 The pseudo code of &DE algorithm

2 &DE SLESEILI Dy Y

518 1 St DE SR L, &-DE VAT T WA Ak, 73 3 FH >34T T hs 7, B S5O SR 30 ) S i o
J7 Z& B ) R B Prior(X, Xo) A0 T H AR B fOO ) EL A
34 EZEMEIERES

P A SR 0 U A R B RIS 1 T R LA & Y SRR BT A Ay A B T AR o,
A DE Sk 55 24 % it O(MAX_GENERATIONSxPopulationSize); [ i R4 I 2 7] %11,&-DE S5k i+ 55
FREEFFE O(MAX_GENERATIONSxPopulationSize), B 95 # 115 &2 4% & 5¢ 45 AH [F]. MAX_GENERATIONS 4%
Fde KA Yk #, PopulationSize 7R R RAJ .

Fi5 b, 53 A DE HIEAA L, e DE SIAEAR F A RUE P P AR I T BRSO B s S — e R BB
RS IS AT 18 X T2 BRI AR AT A2 S B I B VAR Prior (X, X,) = 1.0, 75 B L Y 7T M X
HARTS B X R S ERAE AR A R A Rk — AR A0 AU K S R {X[j=1.,...,PopulationSize} % i 5
3.2.2 7T Uk LB AE I EAT HE P R, 55 38 82 R 50 A6 Bl 114 IR TR AR Ll P 458 18 0 ) I T e A m DL 22
I 3X 2 b T 20 AR AR A 10 ) A R ORI 20 TR 5% F 8 LU A 52 2 v Sl RE I [ I 7R A R R 1 s — AR
TE A BRSNS 5 BB — K H bR bR BRI 2 SR 4 A
35 it it
3.5.1 &DE HiEu ) = s R s B s vk H A5

2 40 T DR A A T T AT A2 SR ) R A T AT S R LA S H AR U AN AT AR RS 3 &

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



HIEE 5 REH RMACF A sDE Bk 2379

A HE N 15 T8 1, NI 513 3EAN T B AN ) AT 5 0] S 2 e LA

2 40 TR AT 05 R A48 R A A A R N B T RN, B 2 4% I T AT e AN T AT AR L AT L SR
T BTG 5, HCREAN T T AN i B3 T AT 35

Wt A P A S o 24 SR ATV JBORA 2 T e(gen) AN Wik /I 3 A 45 LA S 5 30 ) A7 480 S B AN T AT i 47
fE b BEAL R RE S A RIS B0 T8 5 175 T2 e(gen)=0, F i i T A (R AN il AT A 8 A E by 0 A0 I 2 145 32 1t £ 6L
I R A RS AR Bk A R AT A K SR R
352 &DE HE 5 HAbSIER X

55 &-DE $ i —#¥,Storn HIEUHB AL F DE 54 ff e COPs. 1 # #5235 TRl BF £ SRS B2 BE HOME & (H 2 3
R E - AR 1) H IR AN ). &-DE S 20 B 1) B RS2 8 T R A W AT iR, Storn SR 21 OB 1R H 1
JER T FHRAT G L A IR 1) 5 AN R e-DE S48 4R R4, B DO A AR B2 A [R], Storn S AR AR
T v (1 B 22 AR AT Wi i 55 = 0E A0 7 sUAN 7). - DE 8320 H Scadk (V) Deb #8 BK 5y 1AL 3 72, Storn 8595 F] ROA
TR a2 S WS 44 o U 9K B A 7

PRPHIER ) fi# e COPs 1) GA S35 IR RF 2 BB e 20 JROBORA R 5 (R0 2,12 590 5 & DE SLA7 45 3 2R
[ 55— B A JRURRAS [R) MR P B0 0N O 0 AN A T R o o B 0 55 AR o BRI AN W AT iR, 1T -DE BVE A
o B A A ARECIG I, AN AT AT A B2 A8 A0 A BB 2 B8 R SROBORA T JEE e 2R K SRR AN ) PR S B0 2 3R
TBRA TR FE & B 3 AR 4K, T e~ DE 0025 (1 24 OO 2 B bt kA AR KO il — BELAE /N, L BN 0 45 1k 28 = R T
EARRLMS TSR GA 1E )4 22 503,11 & DE H9:3K | DE Bk W Rw .
4 RRERRIAR

N T RS (R g, B AT Runarsson FIl YaoP $2 41 1) 13 4 Benchmark #8 $04F &-DE S35 3E47I113K.13
A BRI E T BEAFAE AR 1. n 37 1) BRI, Function 7 H AR BRI 28 5, o 7 m AT 380 A48 2 2 1) 1) B
B LT F7n B AN GG AT AN EUNT ROR AR 2 A G A AN LE KR Bt 45 U4 R I M EUNE R0 4
ek A2

Table 1 The characteristic of 13 benchmarck functions
%1 13 Benchmark &% 410 £
Problem n Function £ (%) LI NI

—
s}
z
tm

201 13 quadratic  0.000 3 9 0 0 0
202 20  nonlinear  99.997 3 1 1 0 0
203 10 nonlinear  0.002 6 0 0 0 1
204 5  quadratic 27.0079 0 6 0 0
205 4 nonlinear  0.000 0 2 0 0 3
206 2 nonlinear  0.005 7 0 2 0 0
207 10 quadratic 0.000 0 3 5 0 0
208 2 nonlinear 0.858 1 0 2 0 0
209 7  nonlinear  0.5199 0 4 0 0
gl0 8 linear 0.002 0 3 3 0 0
gll 2 quadratic ~ 0.097 3 0 0 0 1
gl2 3 quadratic  4.7697 0 93 0 0
gl3 5  nonlinear  0.000 0 0 0 0 3

A CAE Windows XP SP3 #:1E 248 K, 4l JH Matlab 2009a it 523 T &-DE 5150 J5 7 4L B 4% 4 Intel Core
2 Duo 3GHZ. WA 2GB [ PC ML _E, 4% 13 4> Benchmark p& %523 37 04T 50 PRS2 06 5256 1 3 S 50
& 2.3 Problem 3 7x 7] 8 4 5 ;PopulationSize F7x Fi i AR ; MAX_GENERATIONS {3 22 43 M 44 1) Je K kb
REGF om0 LGN FCR FRIR 25 43 ML STVE B8 SUMEER s 5y F/n R B FE FE MWNIG BUE; & Fon
2 3L AROBORA TR BE () AR B0, % 2 41 R 11 Benchmark R A0S 75 221 & G IO

FIF &-DE 8E%] 13 4~ Benchmark & 0 HEAT 5206 B, KR 73 5200 S 40 B 56 4 — 30U UH 202,13 1 5 JEAh
Benchmark B 0 H LA A, PE 40 3 e WS 44 R Ch eDE H L 0 2 # PopulationSize=200,
MAX_GENERATIONS=10000, T LA H 5 5% £ PE A X 3 FFES=2000000.
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Table 2 The experimental parameters of &-DE algorithm on 13 benchamark functions
(NA means null for the parameter)
£z 2 St 13 4 Benchmark #i%{e-DE HIL MK S H(NA R AH K B ZS )

Problem PopulationSize MAX_GENERATIONS F CR & )
201 200 10 000 0.5 0.9 1 NA
202 200 10 000 0.5 0.9 15 NA
203 200 10 000 0.5 0.9 1 1
g04 200 10 000 0.5 0.9 1 NA
g05 200 10 000 0.5 0.9 1 1
206 200 10 000 0.5 0.9 1 NA
g07 200 10 000 0.5 0.9 1 NA
208 200 10 000 0.5 0.9 1 NA
209 200 10 000 0.5 0.9 1 NA
gl0 200 10 000 0.5 0.9 1 NA
gll 200 10 000 0.5 0.9 1 1
gl2 200 10 000 0.5 0.9 1 NA
gl3 200 10 000 0.5 0.9 20 20

4.1 AXHEEHBIAKIERE

# 3 /R T 13 4~ Benchmark B 50 RS SEIS G0 TH 45 R AFAS R BGERHI T E 40 M. &-DE 5.2

50 JOMOL SR A R ALE . PALEL BME . B E bR EE.
Table 3 The stastical results of &-DE algorithm in 50 independent experiments on 13 benchmark functions

& 3 &DE HiEE %) 13 4> Benchmark BRI 50 YR N7 5256 1 458 45

Fcn/Optimal Best Median Mean Worst st.dev
201/-15.000 —-15.000 —-15.000 —-15.000 —-15.000 0
202/-0.803619 —0.803619 —0.803619 —-0.803004 —0.792608 2.5E-03
203/-1.000 —1.000 —1.000 —-1.000 —1.000 3.9E-06
204/-30665.539 -30665.539 -30665.539 -30665.539 -30665.539 2.1E-05
205/5126.498 5126.498 5126.498 5126.498 5126.498 1.7E-05
206/-6961.814 —6961.814 —6961.814 —6961.814 —6961.814 2.3E-08
207/24.306 24.306 24.306 24.306 24.306 6.3E-06
208/-0.095825 —0.095825 —0.095825 —0.095825 —0.095825 8.4E-17
209/680.63 680.630 680.630 680.630 680.630 2.2E-07
210/7049.248 7049.248 7049.248 7049.248 7049.248 9.0E-06
g11/0.75 0.75 0.75 0.75 0.75 6.9E-14
g12/-1.000 —-1.000 —-1.000 —-1.000 —-1.000 0
213/0.053950 0.053949 0.053949 0.069631 0.438846 7.6E-02

HH 3¢ 3 WJ 401, &-DE 55355006 45 0L B 4 B0 iR 8 g02 F1 g13 Z 48, % F 11 /> Benchmark B& % 50 7 52 56 % 4% 3
T A RS AR R B 3(a)F & 3(b) R T g02 Al g13 1R 50 Yk SE B 5 0 A 40 A1 175 0 (B 7 BB D7 o 1 R 1% B0
AR BRI B AR @2 BRB 50 RS B 58 A N BT 47 WA BB fR.g13 BREL 50 IR SEE s

RBAIE R T 47 RN JEIE R 3 38 0] UE 13 AR SR 22 8 /D X R 7R &-DE Sk B e S 4f

504 47 501 47

401 40 -

30 304
% )
£ 04 & 20

101 104

rlﬁ FZ‘I O —1-1 r2-|
—0.803-0.800 —0.798-0.795 —0.793-0.790 00 01 02 03 04 0.5
202 56 £ 4l G13 L5 Hdl
(a) (b)

Fig.3 The histograms of the optimal solutions in 50 independent experiments on g02 and g13

K3 B%T 202 Al g13 %L 50 YAy S S A At 1t 1 5 I
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* 2 ME 3 S5 R R R, 6-DE SEIALE B A8 AR P R AN s 1 R G 0 f B T R COPs iR A A

G AN

42 ANEEESEMAELARGBE LR LI

N T Y AIE &-DE S A Rk, AT 5% 4 Lo B JUAB ST vk 13 4> Benchmark b %5 ) )52

AL

1)  The improved version of the Stochastic Ranking (ISR)!'?;

2)  The Hybrid Differential Evolution (HDE)™;

3)  The Extended Differential Evolution (EXDE)®;

4)  The Diversity Differential Evolution (Diversity-DE)!'%).

B 4 FhEETORY SEIEGE T RY SEPLR H AT SR Yk COPs R R A I AN T
&-DEB SL AT Al Hobtk JCAh ik ¢ (1 42 DE KR53k

Table 4 The comparison of the stastical results on 13 benchmark functions using &-DE,

F 4 EFXF 13 4> Benchmark 8%, &-DE 5175 ISR,RDE,HDE,EXDE Al Diversity-DE [ 4145 3 L%

ISR,RDE,HDE,EXDE or Diversity-DE

. Methods
Fen/Optimal Status ISR HDE EXDE Diversity-DE &DE
Best ~15.000 —15.000 —15.000 —15.000 —15.000
201/ Mean ~15.000 —15.000 —15.000 ~15.000 ~15.000
—15.000 Worst ~15.000 ~15.000 —15.000 —15.000 ~15.000
st.dev 5.8E-14 NA NA 1.0E-9 0
Best —0.803619 NA NA -0.803619 -0.803619
202/ Mean —0.782715 NA NA -0.798079 -0.803004
-0.803619 Worst —-0.723591 NA NA —0.751742 -0.792608
st.dev 2.2E-2 NA NA 1.01E-2 2.47E-03
Best -1.001 NA NA —1.000 —1.000
203/ Mean -1.001 NA NA —1.000 -1.000
~1.000 Worst -1.001 NA NA -1.000 -1.000
st.dev 8.2E-9 NA NA 0 3.9E-06
Best —-30665.539 NA NA -30665.539 -30665.539
204/ Mean —-30665.539 NA NA -30665.539 -30665.539
-30665.539 Worst -30665.539 NA NA -30665.539 -30665.539
st.dev 1.1E-11 NA NA 0 2.1E-05
Best 5126.497 NA 5126.484 5126.497 5126.498
205/ Mean 5126.497 NA 5126.484 5126.497 5126.498
5126.498 Worst 5126.497 NA 5126.484 5126.497 5126.498
st.dev 7.2E-13 NA NA 0 1.7E-05
Best —6961.814 -6961.814 —-6961.814 —-6961.814 —-6961.814
206/ Mean —6961.814 —-6961.814 -6961.814 —-6961.814 —-6961.814
—-6961.814 Worst —6961.814 —-6961.814 —-6961.814 —-6961.814 —-6961.814
st.dev 1.9E-12 NA NA 0 2.3E-08
Best 24.306 24.306 24.306 24.306 24.306
207/ Mean 24.306 24.306 24.306 24.306 24.306
24.306 Worst 24.306 24.307 24.307 24.306 24.306
st.dev 6.3E-5 NA NA 8.22E-9 6.3E-06
Best -0.095825 NA -0.095825 -0.095825 -0.095825
208/ Mean -0.095825 NA —0.095825 -0.095825 -0.095825
-0.095825 Worst -0.095825 NA -0.095825 -0.095825 -0.095825
st.dev 2.7E-17 NA NA 0 8.4E-17
Best 680.630 680.630 680.630 680.630 680.63
209/ Mean 680.630 680.631 680.630 680.630 680.63
680.63 Worst 680.630 680.634 680.630 680.630 680.63
st.dev 3.2E-13 NA NA 0 2.2E-07
Best 7049.248 7049.862 7049.248 7049.248 7049.248
210/ Mean 7049.250 7055.079 7049.248 7049.266 7049.248
7049.248 Worst 7049.270 7116.188 7049.248 7049.617 7049.248
st.dev 3.2E-3 NA NA 4.45E-2 9.0E-06
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Table 4 The comparison of the stastical results on 13 benchmark functions using &DE,
ISR,RDE,HDE,EXDE or Diversity-DE (Continued)
*F 4 kX 13 4 Benchmark %Y, &-DE #7455 ISR,RDE,HDE,EXDE F1 Diversity-DE fJ 481145 5 L 15 (45)

. Methods
Fen/Optimal Status ISR HDE EXDE Diversity-DE £DE
Best 7049.248 7049.862 7049.248 7049.248 7049.248
gl0/ Mean 7049.250 7055.079 7049.248 7049.266 7049.248
7049.248 Worst 7049.270 7116.188 7049.248 7049.617 7049.248
st.dev 3.2E-3 NA NA 4.45E-2 9.0E-06
Best 0.75 NA 0.75 0.75 0.75
gll/ Mean 0.75 NA 0.75 0.75 0.75
0.75 Worst 0.75 NA 0.75 0.75 0.75
st.dev 3.2E-3 NA NA 0 6.9E-14
Best ~1.000 NA NA ~1.000 ~1.000
gl2/ Mean ~1.000 NA NA ~1.000 ~1.000
~1.000 Worst ~1.000 NA NA ~1.000 ~1.000
st.dev 1.2E-9 NA NA 0 0
Best 0.053942 0.053950 NA 0.053941 0.053949
gl3/ Mean 0.06677 0.053950 NA 0.069336 0.069631
0.053950 Worst 0.438803 0.053950 NA 0.438803 0.438846
st.dev 7.0E-2 NA NA 7.58E-2 7.6E-02

NA R BHEAGEIRAT. W R AT 4 FhEVEGE v 45 R P I T e-DE Sk R R R s

1% 4 7] 40,6-DE 5735354 11 4> Benchmark B8 % 50 Yk SZ5 430k 8 T H A7 2 40 e figd, o Hodth 4 FhSv:
AR S5 ) ISR 5EVEF Diversity-DE SLVAEHE I ST K AR T 10 AN eR4L.g02 BRZCRTATIORT H B A5 R 22,5
FEE R AR A X T RAT LI, R R 3 MRS A TE AT IS0 TR A R B B AU AR (g e-DE 89 50
YOS S50 RT3 IR, BLIC 18 A2 i Z2 MRl 2 e LA 3 #02 3 kb R 5 1,210 BB R4
24,5 BlIE A 3 AT 1 SE 50 P B A ik B IR AR AR, X &-DE HIE A EXDE S5 Ak 2 e e

ISR SEME H R ¥k COPs ik e A 75 1), 1t HAS £ 36T DE 595 41X 68 5 ¢13,38 18 LA ISR Ml e-DE
I T B 22 i 45 Y ISR LT &-DE; {H 2 % 8 2| &-DE #EAT T 50 XL, ISR HPAT T 30 IR S50, 7] B o
Y(E R AR E 22 A0 ZEAR /N, AT A TE AR 3T @13 bR BT P B35 B AR 24 SR 11, 6-DE SLVETE 02 Fil g10 g4
BT ISR Hik.

Diversity-DE 574U H 5 SCHk o ¥ COPs #5175 (19 23t DE 5592 il i tL 4% Diversity-DE fl&-DE 3k
fift g13 B AR I {E R i Z fi# 45 1 Diversity-DE LT &-DE;{H & % [E 2| e-DE 4T T 50 KBk S7 5856, Diversity-DE
PUAT T 100 VK SE6, 7] I P 28 (R R AR 1 22 A ZE AR /N, T A AE AR 3 g 13 3R B P9 5509 B8 0 AH 24 4R T, &-DE 5195 7F
202 Fl g10 L[4 RAW] B8 T ISR &k

W PL A AT 0L Uk COPs W, i 53 DE BV AH NI & 5 DE KRB VEAM L, &-DE S8R % A
e
4.3 A1t 4 e-DEE AT LUAERCOPSs/E &

N T RR eDE FiF vk COPs HJEFL, TATICK T 13 4 Benchmark PRAZL 50 K25 LT FE(LEE 5).
A RECERHIH T 50 WK A ST 92 56 B AT A AR H0HE 0, T AT i 3 M feasible_mean . A AT AT i ¥ (H
unfeasible_mean. ANAJATfFEE 25 o] 4745000 1 BE 25 (3948 unfeasible_dis AR AT AT##41 H (13948 unfeasible_num.

183 F8 A feasible_mean 7] DATH Bt A5 BEAL AR N, T 13 4> Benchmark #& 54 W AT R 39 {5 AR 7E 7] B A
fRE T KO 7E 3 AN LR HEN] 5] 3 AT 3k Py A FE R ME ) 1—— H AR B B0 5 S ), Bt LA AT AT R 34 (A [n)
ATAT IR S5 P 38 3K Ut B - DE 5092 A AT AT 35— 0 5 i {0 A

1 k¥ bR unfeasible_mean 1 unfeasible dis 7T DL H il 5 BEALAREL 1938 00,57 13 /> Benchmark B8 %41
AN AT AR YA 1) T A S g O AR g 10 T, AN T AT AR T AT SR S B S AR R T I AN T P () 3 R
TR 25— &-DE B35 M) 3 A LLRHEIN, — 2 50 TP B £ ARTBORA T2 B 208 981 28 30(5) AR IX AN R 22
T T R T 4 52 AR I S AN T A i MR S DL AR 5 ) TE I, U W & DE B2 AN AT AT 88— M 1 e R T
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Table 5 The evolutionary process of 50 independent experiments on 13 benchmark functions
F 5 13/ Benchmark PR 50 A7 S50 (P AL I 72
Generations
Test Status 1 51 101 201 301 401 451
feasible_mean NA -13.714 -14.874 —14.997 —-15 —-15 —-15
g01/ unfeasible_mean -150.43 -13.677 —14.868 -14.997 -15 -15 NA
—15.000 unfeasible_dis 563.05 0.056182 0.007245 0.00018652 5.90E-06 1.77E-07 NA
unfeasible num 200 135.36 153.32 160.26 159.96 161.86 0
feasible_mean -0.097499 NA —0.091578 -0.17513 -0.24171 —0.28843 -0.30752
202/ unfeasible_mean NA -0.11818 —0.11445 NA NA NA NA
-0.803619 unfeasible_dis NA 0.74986 0.74974 NA NA NA NA
unfeasible_num 0 198.16 150.12 0 0 0 0
feasible_mean -0.31954 -0.60674 -0.79709 —0.98495 —-0.99926 -1 0
203/ unfeasible_mean -104.01 —-0.78046 —-0.83315 -0.9841 -0.99919 -1 0
—-1.000 unfeasible_dis 1.5065 0.071798 0.014411 0.00056411 2.05E-05 5.30E-07 0
unfeasible _num 187.24 162.12 145.7 128.32 122.48 76.46 0
feasible_mean —26 606 -30573 -30 651 —30 665 -30 666 -30 666 0
204/ unfeasible_mean -28018 -30 575 —30 652 -30 665 -30 666 -30 666 0
-30665.539 unfeasible_dis 1.3465 0.02464 0.0036485 9.79E-05 3.00E-06 9.73E-08 0
unfeasible num 145.46 173.3 173.6 173.58 172.82 175.08 0
feasible_mean NA 5228.7 5129.5 5126.6 5126.5 5126.5 5126.5
205/ unfeasible_mean 3728.4 5257.3 5130.4 5126.6 5126.5 5126.5 NA
5126.498 unfeasible_dis 1955.8 0.29643 0.013331 0.00030149  8.75E-06 1.57E-07 NA
unfeasible num 200 181.76 178.1 189.82 190.92 164.56 0
feasible_mean NA -6934.3 -6961.4 -6961.8 -6961.8 -6961.8 0
06/ unfeasible_mean | 2.92E+05 -6943.8 —-6961.4 -6961.8 —-6961.8 -6961.8 0
-6961.814 unfeasible dis 5969.1 0.0082468  0.00019777 1.79E-06 4.60E-08 6.87E-10 0
unfeasible num 200 177.76 176.56 172.3 170.72 171.96 0
feasible_mean NA 51.188 27.947 24.57 24.337 24.31 24.308
g07/ unfeasible_mean 2182.4 48.685 27.678 24.548 NA NA NA
24.306 unfeasible_dis 2009.3 0.093225 0.01552 0.0005233 NA NA NA
unfeasible_num 200 21.34 28.6 13.5 3.42 1.02 0
feasible_mean NA —-0.087452  —0.095825 —0.095825 —0.095825  —0.095825 —0.095825
208/ unfeasible_mean | -0.1998 —0.085067 NA NA NA NA NA
—0.095825 unfeasible dis 37.19 0.14179 NA NA NA NA NA
unfeasible num 198.34 42.72 0 0 0 0 0
feasible_mean NA 691.09 680.84 680.63 680.63 680.63 0
09/ unfeasible_mean | 1.44E+06 689.03 680.82 680.64 680.63 680.63 0
680.63 unfeasible_dis 6655.4 0.088612 0.013304 0.00030731 9.34E-06 3.05E-07 0
unfeasible num 198.84 13.38 88.64 126.32 128.9 128.34 0
feasible_mean NA 11203 8483.7 7221.5 7065.4 7050.8 7049.7
glo/ unfeasible_mean 16023 11735 8638.2 7219 7064.3 7050.6 NA
7049.248 unfeasible_dis 1.71E+06 0.041387 0.0094566 0.00049839 1.88E-05 6.06E-07 NA
unfeasible_num 200 141.58 119.54 53.22 19.14 7.36 0
feasible_mean 1.2521 NA NA NA NA 0.74999 0
gll/ unfeasible_mean 3.4645 0.5893 0.71883 0.749 0.74997 0.74999 0
0.75 unfeasible_dis 0.30238 0.036892 0.005063 0.00015463 4.99E-06 2.31E-09 0
unfeasible num 37.6 195.94 196.42 196.2 195.78 178.9 0
feasible_mean -0.80758 -0.97115 -0.9994 -1 -1 -1 0
gl2/ unfeasible_mean | -0.74829 -0.91641 NA NA NA NA 0
-1.000 unfeasible dis 0.35492 0.032709 NA NA NA NA 0
unfeasible _num 191.2 166.3 6.9 0 0 0 0
feasible_mean 1.41E+21 0.39844 0.29001 NA NA NA NA
gl3/ unfeasible_mean | 5.48E+40 1.1371 0.49344 0.25803 0.21689 0.20659 0.20479
0.053950 unfeasible_dis 9.8917 1.4292 0.58974 0.050164 0.002498 3.00E-05 4.00E-06
unfeasible num 51.2 151.16 178.32 181.8 183.24 181.4 145.76

AR EGE S T HARRYEMEE 148, 28 5148, 55 10148, 28 201 1R, 28 301 48, 26 401 ARFI5S 451 ARANA RoRH ARG
$84% unfeasible_num AR IR HUAR B 42 AR 4 % Fe AR R IUE 28 13 AR 0oy i 4 25

o B 1:PREL 27,28,210,g12 MIHFALE A2 Bl 5 B4R AR 3, P B R AN TTAT RS H — B AR sk /D, H 3 00X 4

A ZE A5 11 2 (7] e E 2 e DU AR AR T T AT 35k A 3. B CA b IR AT e, AN AT P A R A T ) 2 T AT S 1
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B SO AT it 4 DT SR W] AT 300 A4S PR 5 4 bh T AT AR AL
o KA 2:M%L gl,23,84,25,26,29,g11 [MIHFAE R B A HE 4k AR K W 3G In, B b A T AT A8 1 8 B T 4R 2>, 2
J R AE — N B, B 5 k> B 0.3X 7 A ZR A 1) 3 (R Re 1 2 B DR A A7 T AT S A AR b —3 4
T UE, AN W AT A 3 A B DR A& 30, DR G T 4R B BRAS TAT R B H — B AR B 5, A ITAT g 21 vl AT
B30 S, SR 2 SRORRA T B >0, I 3t A4 I R AE R AT 48k 30 7 DX 3530 47, I i A6 5 AN T 47 gt (4 4 H 3t
N HS PR i 305 R 0, 4 3 Ab AR B T 451 VRN, e=0, b A vE I ¥ 28 il AT AT AR 56 1 Deb #E NI,
ANATAT R H AR 0;
o R 3:pREL g2 HIRFIE AN RN AT ARG AR H JT 4R N 0,2 5 1Y 2 0 5 D dtd > 2 0. 8 g2 AR A
BERCHE AT AR KA BT 99.9973%, Kk, 470 4fy 1) P i 4 350 20 02l A7 25 AN R AR AL T
FIAT 358 P AR S 1Y 1 IR &5 0, AS T AT R IR B H 2 PRtk > 21 0,58 AN 3 A AR B AT AT IR R4 el DL B
MR LA 3 R 1 AN
o R AR g13 RIAET E %, B & e-DE A 5 MR ML — B 11 50 RS8R B
SR 3 TR T v B e R I — Bk PR A T AN AR 3 F R,
25 LTk, &-DE HZUf# L COPs 1R RE 3 /™
o ARMRICIRAL T AT 6 18 b, e-DE SE I = L W8 B AR AE I T AT SRS n] 47 35 AN Oy
[HREBUS LN,
o KT it o8 2(5), PRAUEAS AT AT 8 7EREAL TT 4R B BRI 22 HOAR B B A E A AR 185 o, AN T AT A by
HEALBR B (15 SRR />
o &DE &5 DE 8y — M s SRR, = 5 T AN L R
4.4 BE NSRBI SHT
&DE ik ig H B A S HOL TP SV BT B eF 3 AR TR L SR R A % LA W
11 B A S80S, T BA G B A 55 A IRORUAS 25 85 s Ay SO R T 0 i R AS 2 55 2040 009 16 B0 iR el 2
BB A 55 2L AR o8 H0 18 ST S BN
44.1 ZH BB T
%6 JEon T ARG AW Benchmark b8 %7 g01,202,204,206,207,208,209,g10 Fl g12, 4 5 Rl E L1 3R o140 i
FARRE ff) 6 FhA [ HUE 0.1,0.5,1,5,10,15 F1 20,43 MIHEAT 50 YR A7 S8 10 3] 5 U0 Akt (4 7.

Table 6 The statistical results of 50 independent experiments with different parameter £ on the benchmark
functions with inequality costraints (g01,g02,g04,206,207,208,209,210 and g12)
#z6 AR AETERL K Benchmark K%L g01,202,204,206,207,208,209,210 Fl g2,
B SR HAT 50 YOS SR GE vt 45 R

Fen/Optimal Status Different parameter values
&=0.1 &0.5 &1 s &10 &15 &20
201/ Times 45 50 50 50 50 50 50
202/ Times 39 38 42 41 36 47 43
204/ Times 50 50 50 50 50 50 50
206/ Times 50 50 50 50 50 50 50
207/ Times 50 50 50 50 50 50 50
208/ Times 50 50 50 50 50 50 50
209/ Times 50 50 50 50 50 50 50
g10/ Times 50 50 50 50 50 50 50
gl2/ Times 50 50 50 50 50 50 50

IR S0 YRS B A e h, I LA % R

AT AT I S T8Ok R R FEE 8 A0 5005 BE 0 W AT SR AT AN R A7 38 9 0 30 e DL A A0 P ] U KA 283
B AN DCAE AT AT S5 A 42 2838 T AAE T AT S8k 5 B30T 0 AN R AT 38 A 4 38 sl 3R A AT AT Sk S ze (1 75 T
U 2R ARAT SR AL AR A A BOK . 3R 6 R S, T A S B s G 0, S0 45 R B R 2 S R AN B
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TRAE AN AT AT S A 1% ZR A 90 T, 2 0/ £ 8 S U0 i PO MR 810 4,201 87 =01 1,50 IR S 56 el T 45 U3 24 £>0.1
IN,50 S B 4 S R .

442 SHSUENE S HT

£ TIRRTEHEXLA KM Benchmark 2841 g03,205,g11 Fl g13 41 % 25 3 40 UORAA L BE SFIRME LT 0 Ao 1

TEORA TR eft) 6 FhASRIEUE 0.1,0.5,1,5,10,15 F1 20,75 BI33EAT 50 YRAAL S5 15 3] S5 A0 (1 vk,

Table 7 The statistical results of 50 independent experiments with different parameters &

and Jon the benchmark functions with equality costraints (g03,g05,g11 and g13)
7 AN LR Benchmark B3 203,205,211 F1 g13, 5525 M b AT 50 YRBMSL SE 56 19 S8 v &5 51

Different parameter values
Fen/Optimal Status 0.1, 0.5, 10, &15, &20,
5-0.1 505 R B 510 515 520
203/ Times 36 50 50 50 50 50 50
205/ Times 32 50 50 50 50 50 50
gll/ Times 50 50 50 12 0 0 0
gl3/ Times 6 10 11 24 46 45 47

230 53 7 A L ROBURA FO R L, e A 8 A e 8 DA 8 5 240 Y 320 0 A 124 240 TR 45 S 2 TR P AT 35y A 1
2R (0] LE A A 6 /N 35 ANTBONA 35 320 R, WU 21 m] A7 38 (0 M 3 AR 3 /N 2 M ook, 27 mT LI e 35 34 Oz
(¥ 3t 7 - e dme LA, I TR K T 45 3R ROV L, oA S R 3 R A B AL . 203,205,213 BRI BB AT ST HE K, 50 RSk
3 B B AR PR L Times A5 AN W73 K IR W B ST 488 K, 4K 21 doe DU AR (1 B 18 in . 2 B o2 /2 i/ 35 s AT R
BRI F 2R Y L, A T 9/ e 2035 A 25 S 24 SR AT AT S R .

443 SHSHOKTELFIL?
XK 7 Bom,gll B ST K AR B AR AR 22 XA R 55 4.4.2 WIS R T 5.

JTHET R ELBAT T LS EOR K, R g1l — kLR FE R 8 JBIR TR EL g1l 15 6=20 1
=20 INF, B 25 AL A 389 0, BBt bl 47 A% 1) 018 feasible_mean. ASTIATH# K341 unfeasible_mean., ARnJ4T
fift P B ] 47 804 ) FE B unfeasible distance AN AT AT/ % H unfeasible_number ()45 4k.

Table 8 A typical evolutionary process with &=20 and =20 on gl1
% 8 Benchmark F% g11 Z4(£=20,5=20 1 — A~ LR E LI 72

gen  feasible mean unfeasible mean unfeasible distance unfeasible number
1 1.7354 NaN NaN 0
51 5.84E-24 NaN NaN 0
101 NaN 4.22E-41 0.38048 200
151 NaN 4.70E-33 0.88907 200
201 NaN 4.52E-25 0.98014 200
251 NaN 1.25E-15 0.99644 200
301 NaN 2.45E-06 0.99936 200
351 NaN 0.00070685 0.99918 200
401 NaN 0.15578 0.8442 200
451 1 NaN NaN 0
501 1 NaN NaN 0
1001 1 NaN NaN 0
2001 1 NaN NaN 0
3001 1 NaN NaN 0
4001 1 NaN NaN 0
5001 1 NaN NaN 0
6001 1 NaN NaN 0
7001 1 NaN NaN 0
8001 1 NaN NaN 0
9001 1 NaN NaN 0

8P MU RIS 5 —, 2B 101~401 22 [8) I A b R ) 47 % % H unfeasible_number=
200.3X F 7~ BEAN I A TR A A AT M, B AL D AR AR AN v AT S — i A 35— kAR IR B 201~351 2 [a) I Fe
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HORTTAT 4 unfeasible_mean 45Z47E O BRI AR, 7 ELAWEE th AN AT 47 f8 PR 25 nT AT 3000 S W BE 2 unfeasible_
distance 45 2471 1 Bt 3X R 7R FiE R AR L2 W SR BIAS aT AT 180 PN 149 Jmd 350 s D A et A 437 ) 26, 46 3 40 TR s A
TR E SI R A HEAN Tl L AEAS AT AT Sk — (004, 1) HL3E A B T A7 38k & 2 Mk
4.4.4  ZH MOV E TR

25 LR A BLUR 2 800 T )

JE 1. XF AR A COPs,e=1 248 UL $E, H B KA & s m Sk M 45 1.

JE 2. F ARSI COPs,— S T F,6=1 He=1 AT IIER.

JEU) 3. %5 FAAAEAE LY COPs, Ut R o=1 AN REHE 2 W AT fift, W) 1) ¥ AR AT PSR 2 30 5 — R B oL 18
KT B DRAIE 3R B ) AT 5, 1) G @13, S 20T L3R DR IR A+ i A UE R B W AT i 28— SEUE AN g X a0 g11,6
BB IE K, 2538 Pt A 5 A AN T AT — 003t A, M5 S 281 ) 3 e 1

5 & &

AR SCEE T FhRELY I AL VF IOA TR S el MR &, 5030E T Deb 1 3 4% Eb &k ), 45 & it ik DE SRR I T — Fi i 30
IZ AL B I TN i T 13 A Benchmark B0 1) 11 A4S A SCHI L1 AL B 7755 T COPs Ifi AR T
— i i .

7 BLSL 86 (1) 25 10 7R, e-DE BLIL At COPs 1) #4555 38 4 1550 YR SE U6 B AR HE 22 10 7R % 500 B AT 1R 98 119
B

SEiG 25 BUE B R, e-DE BEIE MR B RESE v 13 A~ Benchmark pR U ) g02 FT g13.g02 F 1] 5 = 222 il
RIS PTAT A 1 U066 0,00 T 3 S 3R T R K S R, 6 2% DE SR AT ik 1 5 1L - Bk 0013 )
FU I T2 T e 3 £ 36 (10 7T AT 35, SR AR I ) U, - DE S92 1) 1 3R 2 94%. 3 i WH S92 1) 240 SR AL B35 43 I A
FEAS— Bk ] b — U P T+ 2 R AL B R 1) — BUbE I FF i — 2D AR
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