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An ¢ improved moth-flame optimization algorithm for solving constrained

optimization problems and engineering applications

YE Wen-jing, CAO Cui-wen, GU Xing-sheng'

(Key Laboratory of Smart Manufacturing in Energy Chemical Process, Ministry of Education, East China University
of Science and Technology, Shanghai 200237, China)

Abstract: An ¢ improved moth-flame optimization algorithm (¢IMFO) is proposed to solve constrained optimization
problems in this paper. Considering the change of the constraint violation degree of the population, this algorithm uses
improved e constraint method to deal with the constraints, and develops a threshold £ formula based on the constraint
violation degree of the flame population. The update method of the flame population is improved. According to the
relationship between the constraint violation degree of individuals in the population and ¢, they are divided into two
categories: one is the individuals whose constraint violation degree is less than or equal to e, sorted according to the
objective function value; the other is the individuals whose constraint violation degree is bigger than €, sorted by constraint
violation degree. Then the individuals in the first category are firstly selected. If the number does not meet the population
size, individuals are selected from the second category to build a new flame population. Finally, an improved moth
mutation strategy is proposed. Based on the original moth mutation strategy, two random flame individuals are introduced
to affect moth mutation, and the guiding effect of the excellent flame individuals on moth mutation is increased. The
comparison of algorithm performance tests with other 13 algorithms among 25 benchmark test functions and 2 actual
engineering optimization problems shows that the eIMFO algorithm is superior in terms of the accuracy and stability.
Keywords: constrained optimization problem; moth-flame optimization algorithm; € improved constraint method; flame
update; moth mutation strategy
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B S TH 5 r B0 22 0 Ak 1] R4 4 52 ) 24 TR 2% A
£ R 41, 3 25 [ B R 11 240 AL ) B, DA 552 /MK ]
S, 2 ST A I R AT 3k

min f(X).
st.gi(X)<0,i=1,2,...,1eq;
hij(X)=0,j5=1,2,...,eq;
e Lxp<ug, k=1,2,....d. (1

Horr: f(X) N H AR R 8L, gi(X) AR RA R A,
hi(X) AR KA, X AR &, d AR E
A2, ieq 9 AN F5 A AN 3, eq v 25 U240 R
ANH U Ay, 53 AR ER kAN RSR AR &y, 1R SR B
Ft. 4 in) B e KA H bR T 20, R A 4 e K
(D) o I 205 BEAT KA.

2R ARG I AR AR A TR s A E
B TEOME, 1H 2t T 29 AR A 0] A AE W] A7 $8HE DL
T8 LR SR A 2% DA S AR 2R 7 1) ANHA S 5 T 7, 3
SR 2 LA AU ) — KE . H A SR AR 2 R AL AL 7]
R B PR TR, — R BHE A AT R B0 Al
T Al Lagrange V£ 55 O 2 HEB0VE, 7 — R 2 B F
AR R L 20 L ER S
AEE A S0 T A oK, BT R e AL Sk 2 R 4%
FEEIAE TR, AATTER T 25 P AL BRI, Canta 552 44
TR B L A AR BRATL I, L T B HOER BEAL
HEFF M aT AT YRR T, & 24 SRy Te) R T8 B 11
BEIET 5. Huang B4 1 —Fhdk T-Hh IRl dE4L
BILA 00 22 43 10 A0 S50, 12 SR04 0 ) ad A A 2R i N
2207 BEAGSRE, SR SR AT SRS — AN PP 1
i1 DAL - 3R AT 1O BV R, 5 — AN PR AR B 1 R
HEAT AR AR, M 2R 1599 = 1 AT AT . Wang 250
T T B & R AR A A S W SR A 20 AR AR A 17
R AR AR AT AT R AR S O, AR AN ]
FR) 77 G0 Bl e HEAT 1R 40 9143 2] 17] 1) % Takahama
USRI T eDE H%, K FH e Q0 0L XS 29 o 2% A sk
AT AL B, S8 5] N TR R ) AR S SRR 51 R AN ETAT
fife 3 Ak DR T AT ik, IR RS S £ BE SR M £ BE b o
HIFE 75 M. Gao 25 $ i T DPDE (dual-population
differential evolution, DPDE) 574, /£ DPDE H.y% 7, £
WA 0] A AL B E b ok E AN 2 o0 B2 2
A B AR E A )@, 7£32% ACd #2 o, DPDE 1 56 H)
T A T AT AT R R B, X T AT R AR AE R E X 1A
I, P AR A N A L 75 A AT AT AR R 4 R 2R T b
B, IE 5 AR AL B A 2R BUE AN 2 08 [ FE; 2 A1

FEIA)ASE S B L SRR A H 4 R AT B, T SR AR 20 BR
HeAl .

KMk ok JE B 4 B V% (moth-flame  optimization
algorithm, MFO) /& Mirjalilil'?! F- 2015 4 52 K ¢ []
RATAT MR KT i) — Fh k. MFO L A &
Hb, 3 Y LT SR AL i — 2P 4 R MFO S
PERE, K& 200 gk AT 7 WF e At o, Emary
SBT3 I 51NV R 18, M F VRl pR Ao MFO S0
10 B 2R J50E AT R R, DT B A P 4 B ) 42 )R
5 R#E48 %, Wang 14 £ T CMFO (chaotic moth-
flame optimization, CMFO) 57.7%, 1% 512 F| H Logistic
VRV SR 7 A B BE AL S 4 9 ) 46 R, AE AL I
FE e S A A A FH T T 190 50 3 17 4 B2 P N )
AR Pelusi S R — M B ARG R I BN
MFO 532, ¥ FE i R B IR R RE AT KR
3B B, TE BT A B B, 3R H B 248 58 P L) ek ok
. FER R B, R R R 4648 7 07 AT A8 57t 2
TRE B, 9IRS =, 7E T R B B,
BTt — AN BEAL RS B O 2R BB WAy B 12 Bk
HUGE 7RG S A R AR &R BE 70 99, WSO AR S AN
i

AT A NAEXS B Be SR T i 20 R S A kAT
Ab BRI A 50 R MFO SR I i B, 32t —Fhieg
it e 29 1 R XA LA FIE (eIMFO) 3R fif 2 R Ak
] B, eIMFO SHVEAE L) 25 AF AL 3] R e 2901
V5, 75 FEMEE IR £ 08 S S AR I O, S i — Fh BT
KNG 2 R I BE I € 1 0 7 1 4 6 e I IVE )
FILI, a3t K ke B B 5325, eIMFO Sy i it — 20 it
R A AR 7 2, T I A UG )RR AR S SRR R 5N
2N BEHL KA A 5 e Yk A% S IR 8G I AL 75 @A
P R AR S T FAE . B SR 25 A R AR K
BRI HON 24> SEBR AR A 17] FUG e IMFO 5925 5 oAl
13 PR AT P BRI 0T L.

1 R IEA R

Mirjalilit"? 2 KA 1] RATAT 0 K )8 K, H Rk
FEl G SOOI e AT BOAT VR N SR A B A, B2 L
TR IAE AL L. fEMFO Bk, TR R 7R
A A P BT IR R WM, SO g sk A
ORI RO E. AARRE SR, 5 Kk
A X RL K I MEE AR R A8 5], IEA W B
TR AL B A O SRR, KRR E AR R B
Iy, T 2 AN R M — ) R SR, B Ay 1) R e e
fift.

FEMFO ik b RN DL M 0RO 1
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TN EAH PLOM R, KIGMBE L F RoR, KIGHRE A 57 5.

()3 8L FE B LA OF 7w,

MFO 5.9 FZ A FEYIaa . AR 7 A KR
B3R

TEWIIEALIT B, W46 KR 72 44 28 7 8] v il
BLF= A, B i R P o A L R B0 R b 3
AT HER B 45 K I M, AT A5 BRI 46 KA.

FERIRAR B B b, B T RIAR A — S0 R K
YA PR HR R e AT P HEAT AR 5, Q) AR 57 771X
R s

M; = Fj +¢e" - cos(2nt) - D, 2

_ i, ¢ < flame no;

j= 3)
flame no, otherwise.

Hor: D, = |F; — M| N A IG5 5 Rk 8] 1) R
1255 b 90 BURE e R B B B ¢ O AR R, LS
J72:00 R :UFTR; flame no AIE AT FR Hp GRS
e, % AT A

t= rand( -

L 1,1). o

Horr: kO 2T B IE AR AL, Tnax NI KIEAIX

flame no = round (NP — k- &)

FE KNG T B, 8]k A A SRR Y
AN i HEOE B BEAE R AT TH 7 9 XA flame no
AAMERAE o — AR KA.

MFO 5% R BAAL IR R

step 1: WG S H: St KIE IR Thoax, CERAPHE
AR ECE NP, KA PR U6 A8 502 NP, th 522 &
M,

step 2: %F CIFNAE M ORI K AEFIEE FiEATHI46 40
HAE;

step 3: #R¥E K (5) THE KA MAI U E flame no;

step 4: #R¥E X (4) WAL B S %t

step 5: M4 () A1 (3) HHT KIRALE,;

step 6: TH 5 VI FhFE 0 . B AR

step 7: KIAFHHEHE P 58T

step 8: #7 Bk B KIEARUEL, W T 72 45
RS TP R, R [F] 3 step 3 4k 4 AT R —
FIEAHRAE.
2 U R KR

AEAS MFO 503 0] T SR il 20 AL A 0] R, A
SO0 MFO Sk #EAT Bk Jf-4 H e IMFO 503K %53k
HUdE | e ZJ R KGR IR — A R

NP—l)

2.1 EFNEMEREAARERENARE

TE 2 AL BB B, e 29 AR 3 T2 Af . 24 4
FACAL R = (1) BT, e 29 A0E RN W R .

1) 35 2 AN I 29 A0S OB /N T BIE e B, 1 5%
H b BRI )

2) 5 2 AR ) 24 AR5 AR 4, T R H AR R
HNEAME,

3) T, 3 R 2 T S B B /N

2 dE S AR R R

ieq eq
)0} + D I (X (6)
j=1

X)= Zmax{gi(X

Horr:o(X) NARE R p N REAEA S pELLL
e F B E B0 4R SR
v(Xy), k= 0;
AN

elh) =4 cO)(1- ?) "0<k<T; O

0, k>T,.
Horhe(k) NE kUGS H e 18; v(Xo) NHTIRFHRE
T MR 2 i S AT TP HEF IS 58 6 (0=0.05 x
NP) NMAERIZHOE R T € (0.1 X Tinax, 0.8 X Thnay)
cpel2,10].

IR e LR AR A R A B R A
PP SRE (AR AR, TR AR SCHR HE — T T K S
BARL R LI e QA% e AL T7 a0 o
7N

fi o)

p NP +1

El(k), 0<k< Tmax/3§ (8)
Eg(k), Tmax/3 g k g 2 x Tmax/3;

0, k> 2 X Thnax/3.

+ 00, numgy; > bestyp; > NP X o
e1(k) = ©)

e9(k), otherwise.

NP NP

S u(F) Y u(F)
o) = T N <ck-D: (10)

e(k — 1), otherwise.
Horbro (M) N A I A RIS ST o(F)) N 5
ARG LR I S E; besto A B2 1T S LT H
PR R HUE; numey > bestos; 9 KHEFHHEH H A5 e HU{E
KTF bestoy; IMEEE, o €[0.1,1]. TERTIAEARE
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REFEH, 2 numy; > bestoy; > NP x oofif, iU LT AR AT
FRTBR ), IR AE wT RS — 25 H s R B SE A 7 1)
AME.
22 BUENIBEFTGE

FEJR 46 MFO 530, K e S8 7V P AL 5 8
TN EAE. AH AR TEAE FH e 23R b 21 24 SRAR AL, 17 75
T, 75 [ B 2% E& H A R 50RD 24 3R s B, TR JER 463 K
A TR RS IS L Xk, AR S G e LR
DR, 41— et O BRI O vk SO O S
TIEIAR SRR e AR (FE 58 1 S A, 155 HE A
TN TR RN, 753 U, AR5 HE 7 AR O RIR B R A
T A4 JR 2 TR i e 5 IR e IR RAIG H A Ay
TRPHE LA 2, A 1 B MR L R S
TEET B e, 18 H AR & BUETHF HE 7 TR 2 o
I AR L) H0E S R T BE e, 4% B 2 0 S T
. ARSI BT A EE | o 1M, 5 RN T KA
Tt 2 5R 14 A A 50 52 NP, DU 4k 252 AN 7 ol 8 2+ Jg X
SR AN, AT TR BSGHT— AR K SR .
2.3 BUATIRT SR IRER

JE 4 kAR 3 S AN 2 FE B — G ARk
A 5 R, BT KO R A8 4R SR D,
Xof G, AR SCAE JR AR TR AR S W (0 FE A, 07 22 L R
B x NPANERAR AR Rk i) A8 S AT 48 2, JF I 2
ANBEHL KA AR S, 5 — P e R AR
SR mg, N TR

Mi = Fh + ebtl . COS(ZT[tl) . (Fz — MZ)—F

e’ . cos(2mty) - (F,, — F,.). (11)

Horproty Mty tHE AKX S (@) 8, r Mry HO~NP
) ) BEATLEL, B A g 7 200 S 2R
. { i, © < round(8 x NP); 12
i %round(8 x NP), otherwise.

FE %7 S SRS TR, KA AR R A E I
N TR PRFFANAE. R SR AT B x NP AL TS K
AMEBATIRR, I TS KA RALE AR S 2
FR i 1 FH, B2 v SRV ) SR ARG 2 AR A sk 1325 Je ik
BN 24N BEHIL KA AR 52 0 AR S, 1 00 G g A
HIZ L.

eIMFO SHk I B AP JR N F.

step 1: WA Z 50 5t RIEARIRIL Tnax, KHEFD
T AR B0 M R At I A B0 NP, Tk SR AR B N4
d;

step 2: X CER AR M AT IR AT,

step 3: VHE IR RE M AR AN B bR ek EUE A1
2SR

step 4: HRIE(8) ~ (10) THE BME <5

step 5: KGR EE F 44 HE o502 I 100 O 58 75 5K
HEAT BT

step 6: I FPEE M AR =X (11) F1 (12) 34T A2 7
PRAE,

step 7: 5 Sk B e RIEARIEL, W) G-t FE 4
FOIEH SRS J, 75 IR 9] 2 step 3 4k B4 AT T~ —
FAEAHERAE.
3 SEREERMHT

JKL 5 e IMFO (11 B8, 4 SCid ik CEC 2006 H 1
17 /038 B8 250 DA K SCiR [17] 7 04 8 ANk e okt
AT IR, eIMFO $ATE Visual Studio 2017 A4
AT G B, TF EALEL BN Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-
8550U CPU@I1.80GHz 1.99GHz 16GB W #7,
Windows 10 ¥:1E R 4t.
3.1 EXESHESH

TR o i1 B B H e IMFO 1 RE S, 4 o
SRR EN0.15 0.2, 0.3 0.4, 0.5, 0.6, 0.7- 0.8
0.9 LK 1.0; BZH 5y MW E 0.1, 0.15. 0.2, 0.25.
0.3+ 0.35. 0.4 0.45 LA £20.5. % 25 AN B8 i AE AN ]
S E N ISTIEAT 25 IR, % S 1) o F1 B IR 75 HL
B DX TR i 38 1 AR, IR, AR 38 1 85 2 A 18, A
L al0.5, BHL0.15 31T eIMFO i RE A,

#z1 ZEMXRBENRFSHEVEXE

problem a 8 problem « B

g1 04~08 0.15~050| g1a
g2 03~05 0.15~050| g15
g5 02~06 0.10~040 || g17

0.1~1.0 0.05~0.40
0.1~1.0 0.05~0.50
0.1~1.0 0.05~0.35
gs  01~10 005~050( g1z 01~10 0.05~035
g5 0.1~0.9 0.05~045 Ri  01~10 0.05~035
g6 04~0.6 0.10~0.30 Ry  01~10 0.05~045
gr  02~1.0 0.10~0.40 Rs  01~10 0.05~0.50
gs  01~10 0.05~0.50 Ry

g9 0.1~1.0 0.05~0.50 Rs

0.1~0.6 0.10~0.35
0.1~0.5 0.10~0.15
910 03~0.6 0.10~0.30 Ry 0.1~1.0 0.05~0.50
g11 02~0.8 0.10~0.40 Ry

912 02~1.0 0.10~0.50 Rio

0.1~1.0 0.05~0.50
0.1~0.6 0.05~0.40
g13 0.1~0.8 0.05~0.20

3.2 BHEMEEXTEE R

9T KL eIMFO 3K fif 24 SR Ak 7] A8 1 14 g, S
5508 CEC 2006 H 17 4N b8 £, e IMFO 3 K%
IR Trnax 792 000, KIEF K IEAN 1A% E NP 24 100,
H b bR 30 e KAl v 8L 9 200 000, 0 79 0.5, 8 9
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0.15, 28 300 % M bR FO S I8 AT 25 IR 5 R 5
ODPSO!'81, ATMES!, ICTLBO!"), ETLBO2"!, ATS-
ZYH2U SAMODER Fl DEC VI3 &3 11 45 S kAT e
B, . ODPSO &5 H fi H 3C #k [18]. ATMES.

ICTLBO. ETLBO. AIS-ZYH. SAMODE #1DECV %5
B B SRR [19]. eIMFO 5 Ho4 7 R B H S AT 31
SERUNFE 2 F R, Heodh mean A std 23 51~ 25 YRS B
1745 RGPl RbR i 22 . DL B R 0 A st 4 SR

+£2 ¢ IMFOS5ARRIE:E7 CEC 2006 7 17 4N BR 4 P pY 25 SR 3 EE
problem standard £ IMFO ODPSO ATMES ICTLBO ETLBO AIS-ZYH SAMODE DECV
mean —15 —15 —15 —15 —15 —15 —15 —14.855
g1
std 0.00e+00 3.63e-16 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 4.59¢-01
mean —0.746939  —0.740480694 —0.787637  —0.799622  —0.803619  —0.802193  —0.798735  —0.569458
92 std 2.76e-02 4.34¢-02 1.18e-02 5.17e-03 0.00e+00 5.19¢-10 8.80e-03 9.51e-02
mean —1.0005001 —0.997 140 653 —0.9999 —1.0005 —1.0003 —1.0005 —1.0005 —0.134
93 std 0.00e+00 1.29e-02 1.02e-04 1.97e-13 1.40e-04 1.77e-11 0.00e+00 1.17e-01
mean —30665.53867 —30665.53867 —30665.539 —30665.539 —30665.539 —30665.539 —30665.5386 —30665.539
94 std 0.00e+00 9.89¢-06 7.43e-12 7.43e-12 0.00e+00 3.69e-13 0.00e+00 1.56e-06
mean 5126.496 714 5181.393285 5127.7321 5126.4967 5168.7194 5126.498 1 5126.497 5126.497
95 std 0.00e+00 7.47e+01 2.15e+00 1.86e-12 5.41e+01 1.70e-02 0.00e+00 0.00e+00
mean —6961.813876 —6961.813876 —6961.8139 —6961.8139 —6961.814 —6961.8139 —6961.814 —6961.814
96 std 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 3.71e-12 3.71e-12 0.00e+00 1.90e-12 0.00e+00 0.00e+00
mean 24.306209 24.33487941 2431456 24.3062 2431 2435572 243096 24.794
g7 std 1.92¢-08 5.86e-02 1.42¢-02 5.40e-14 7.11e-03 8.20e-03 1.59¢-03 1.37e+00
mean —0.09582504 —0.095825041 —0.095825 —0.095 825 —0.095 825 —0.095 825 —0.095 825 —0.095 825
98 std 0.00e+00 5.67e-18 6.12e-17 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 4.23e-17
mean 680.630 0574 680.630 0574 680.6 680.63 680.63 680.650308 680.63 680.63
99 std 0.00e+00 9.27e-13 1.26e-02 4.64e-13 0.00e+00 1.20e-08 1.16e-05 3.45e-07
mean 7049.248 021 7053.512497 7277.47 7049.31286 7143.45 7049.57032 7059.81345 7103.548
g1o std 0.00e+00 1.19e+01 1.97e+02 8.39¢-02 1.13e+02 4.50e-04 7.86e+00 1.48e+02
mean 0.7499 0.7499 0.75 0.7499 0.749 98 0.749999 0.7499 0.7499
g1 std 0.00e+00 1.13e-16 2.82e-04 1.13e-16 7.06e-05 1.40e-08 0.00e+00 1.12e-16
mean -1 —1 —1 —1 —1 -1 —1 —1
912 std 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 0.00e+00
mean 0.05394151 0.340434 355 0.053959 0.207 88595 0.83851 0.05394 0.053942 0.382401
913 std 0.00e+00 2.36e-01 1.06e-05 1.92e-01 2.26e-01 7.80e-10 1.75¢-08 2.68e-01
mean  —47.76488846 —47.7578018  —47.7278  —47.7649 —43.805 —47.7649  —47.68115  —47.72254
g14 std 0.00e+00 1.25e-02 5.05e-02 2.10e-08 2.32e+00 1.00e-12 4.04e-02 1.62e-01
mean 961.7150223 961.746474 5 961.7153 961.715 02 962.044 961.71502 961.715 02 961.71502
915 std 0.00e+00 6.41e-02 2.69¢-04 4.64e-13 4.39¢-01 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 2.31e-13
mean 8853.533875 8923.934753 8896.4008 8880.59525 8895.7544 8853.5397 8853.5397 8919.936 36
917 std 0.00e+00 7.26e+01 3.27e+01 3.69e+01 5.14e+01 1.90e-09 1.15e-05 2.59e+01
mean —0.866 0254 —0.827792 699 —0.843026 —0.8660254 —0.865755 —0.866 025 —0.866 024 —0.859657
g1s std 0.00e+00 7.80e-02 6.35¢-02 1.48¢e-13 5.09¢-04 1.30e-15 7.04e-07 3.48e-02
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6 H138 2 7] IL: eIMFOYE 16 MR EL (g1~ g3+ ga~ g5o
j - g6~ g7~ gs~ 9o~ g1~ g1~ 912~ 913~ G14~ J15~ 917~ gi1s) oy
A | PAF T AR AE 15D BREL(91~ 93~ 9a~ G5~ g6~ g7~ G
= 2t 910~ g11~ Gi2~ 913~ Guas Gis~ Gir~ gis) PARHEZEN
1k 0. RUIZFIVEBA RAF ISR AR B MRS 5E 1. AR
0 2 B L P 48, K ] Friedman #6560 48 1 77 %
QO %0 Qfa Q,O ﬂ‘és 0‘9 CQ ?’O # . e .
SRR SRR X 4 0 05 1 A7 P, 45 0 . ol
i 4T Bl 1 AT i, eIMFO £ 8 Fh 3% 4 5 1, ICTLBO H
1 STECESEE 174NN F 8 E %552, 5 ODPSO I DECV # L, eIMFO 5 3k 4 1 &
Friedman #& 35 HE# 1 g et
&3 cIMFOSTRIEAES MUK BB PGSR
problem algorithm best median mean worst std FR SR
eIMFO 1.89e+02 1.89e+02 1.89e+02 1.89¢+02 2.90e-14 100 100
IUDE 1.89¢+02 2.60e-+02 2.29¢+02 1.85e+02 8.06e+01 24 4
RCy eMAgES 1.89¢+02 4.92¢+02 4.55¢+02 4.37e+02 2.23e+02 84 20
iLSHADEe 1.90e+02 1.94e+02 2.06e+02 2.29e+02 1.93e+01 28 4
eIMFO 7.05e+03 7.05e+03 7.05e+03 7.05e+03 3.71e-12 100 100
IUDE 7.05¢+03 7.05e+03 7.15¢+03 5.94e+03 7.54e+02 92 92
RC: eMAgES 7.05¢+03 7.80e+03 7.74e+03 7.48e+03 7.50e+02 96 96
iLSHADEe 7.05¢+03 7.05¢+03 7.05e+03 7.05e+03 2.13e-11 100 100
eIMFO —4.53e+03 —4.53e+03 —4.53e+03 —4.53e+03 0.00e+00 100 100
IUDE —4.53e+03 —1.43e+02 —6.25e+03 —1.83e+04 6.75e+03 64 12
RCs eMAgES —1.43e+02 7.63e+01 —1.60e+02 4.95e+02 8.88e+02 92 0
iLSHADEe —4.53¢+03 —1.43e+02 —8.18e+02 5.34e+02 1.91e+03 100 20
eIMFO —3.88e-01 —3.88¢-01 —3.88¢e-01 —3.88¢-01 0.00e+00 100 100
IUDE —2.86e-01 —5.92¢-01 —4.96e-01 —1.00e+00 1.82e-01 0 0
RCa eMAgES —3.88e-01 —3.75¢-01 —5.50e-01 —1.00e+00 2.86e-01 72 24
iLSHADEe —3.75e-01 —3.75e-01 —3.75e-01 —3.73e-01 4.61e-04 100 0
eIMFO —4.00e+02 —3.65e+02 —2.83e+02 —6.54e-02 1.47e+02 100 12
TUDE —4.00e+02 —4.00e+02 —3.51e+02 —8.30e-03 1.32e+02 100 80
RCs eMAgES —4.00e+02 —3.98e+02 —3.63e+02 —1.00e+02 7.55e+01 100 36
iLSHADEe —4.00e+02 —8.06e-03 —1.17e+02 1.57e+01 1.79e+02 100 44
eIMFO 2.00e+00 2.00e+00 2.00e+00 2.00e+00 0.00e+00 100 100
TUDE 2.00e+00 2.00e+00 2.00e+00 2.00e+00 6.41e-17 100 100
RCs eMAgES 2.00e+00 2.00e+00 1.99e+00 1.29¢+00 1.52e-01 96 64
iLSHADEe 2.00e+00 2.00e+00 2.00e+00 2.00e+00 0.00e+00 100 100
eIMFO 2.56e+00 2.56e+00 2.56e+00 2.56e+00 9.06e-16 100 100
TUDE 2.56e+00 2.56e+00 2.56e+00 2.56e+00 1.36e-15 100 100
RCo eMAgES 2.56e+00 2.56e+00 2.56e+00 1.93e+00 2.70e-01 92 92
iLSHADEe 2.56e+00 2.56e+00 2.56e+00 2.56e+00 1.46e-07 100 100
eIMFO 1.08e+00 1.08e+00 1.08e+00 1.08e+00 4.53¢-16 100 100
TUDE 1.08e+00 1.08e+00 1.11e+00 1.25¢+00 7.08e-02 100 88
RCo eMAgES 1.08¢+00 1.08¢+00 1.08e+00 1.25¢+00 3.47¢-02 100 92
iLSHADEe 1.08e+00 1.25¢+00 1.22+00 1.25¢+00 6.48¢-02 100 88
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X T SCHR [17] 7 8 AN M BR 4L, e IMFO 1 2 30X
BUTF:aN0.5,350.15,d < 108, i K H bR & %L
TR ECA 100 000, B2 KIEARIKEL Thnax 791000, KK
A AEHE NP N 100; 24 d >10 08, 5k B Ax & Bt it
9200 000, 55z K IEAIREL Tinax 792 000, KA K
JEHUE NP N 100. # e IMFO S EE M 384T 25 G 1)
545 1 5 TUDER4 eMAQES?’] fIliLSHADE?) £
LT EL 8, TUDE . eMAGES F1iLSHADEe 5.9 [ 45
AW E SCHER [17]. eIMFO 535 HoAh B2 1) Ll e 45
%% 3 Frs, Ho A best. median. mean. worst fll std 43 %]
N 25 RMMSLIZAT IRA A A I e AR  HP A i P 354
B 2B DA S FR T 2, FR A SR 23 91 25 VB 4T e i
Fif T AT AR RN BV B RIS 1 N R AR A 1 L g, B
EBARAERLH 2 f(z) — f(a®) <1078,

2% 3 7] W, eIMFO X} T~ 8 /™ 5451 (¥ 7] 47 %y
100 %, TEBR RC5 442 7 AN 5451 11 BT %R 100 %.
55 H Al 5 B R I, XF F RCy~ RCy RC3+ RCy HHI
RCig, eIMFO & HME—— MR AT 2 F LI 2 B 9 100 %
1Y L3, AT e Ath ) b B0V X T RCs, eIMFO 5925
TERIAT 2R _E AN T A% LB 75 RCg FIRC HA,
eIMFO [ 7] 4T 3 Fl 5% Th 2 L eMAES U H A% 1
IUDE 5 iLSHADEe. £ iX 4 # 5.7k 1, eIMFO 2 3 ¢
£E.

782 DL B 25 A A R # b i H (e R LI IR T
eIMFO HIETE SR ML) AR AL 1] 78 B A 58 47 1 SR A
SR AR
33 HAEEZRESH

FVER T R B R VAl L AT I TR Y S B 4R
P, AT AR 3 B9 1) 45 M RSB . eIMFO 592161
SR FERLCT IR B B KB AR DL K
B UGEAA KIA B B R AR, Rt eIMFO 532 1) B
EIF =R

O(eIMFO) =

O(Thax % (O(Bubble Sort)+

O(M update) + O(e update))) =

O(Tmax X (NP> 4 NP x d + NP)) =

O(Tpax X NP? + Tinax X (d + 1)) =

O(Thax X NP?). (13)

4 ¢ IMFOZEEE TR A B A i R
problem 1 fRFEH & HET % ) 82 2 £ R 5%

PER SRR, B AR B ME AR, 8 T AN AR

KA TN AN AT B

problem 2 H 1/ & 4 5 3 U 1128 1% A @
I b 2 Mo A o A B3 447 i 3 ) B i, 0 B 4N AR 2%
PR3 AN 5

2 TR, RS 3.1 TR S
HOf 8 715,15 B F5 SR MR 45 B LT K o F1 8, 11
75 WUH X (8] @1 3R 4 s, B, eIMFO VA S5 B
R a 0.5, 85015, K FREE S BN 100 000,
It KIEAR TREL Thnax 9 1000, KA 1A 1 K AAAN 1A
$2 NP 4 100. eIMFO 535 37 38 47 25 Wk, 3% 3
45 B 5 CDEP), TFABY ATUABCEY ) 45 J 3k 47 % B
CDE. IFA. UABC 5 k45 B difi B SCmk [32], Fe &b S an
5 AR (NA N JFESCEA TR S,

*4 IEMAKEBENAESHEERE

problem «a B
problem 1 0.1~1.0 0.05~0.30
problem 2 04~0.6 0.05~0.40

*5 c¢IMFOSAEREEAE 2N TLIEEHIR
MR EE R EE

problem standard CDE IFA UABC eIMFO

best 1.733461  1.724894 1.724852 1.724852

mean 1.768158  1.724978 1.724853 1.724852

problem 1

worst  1.824105  1.725321 NA 1.724 852

std 2.20e-02 1.33¢-05  1.70e-06  0.00e+00

best  0.0126702 0.0126658 0.012665 0.012 665

mean 0.0126703 0.0127060 0.012683 0.012 665

problem 2

worst  0.0126790 0.0128120 NA 0.012 665

std 2.70e-05 4.37e-05  3.31e-05 0.00e+00

& SEE I A YA St ] 2 KT I 3 o, B
proposed algorithm B[l &y sIMFO .y%. Hh & 2 AT 3 w]
W, eIMFO 3% F A B e S 2. W58 7 i 65
&I, 7E problem 1 fll problem 2 /1, eIMFO 57575 K fif
i BE AR E 1 A0 T AR 3 ot B BRIk, SR ARAS
It e, A o VR T

-------- UABC
proposed algorithm
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0.06 Computers & Operations Research, 2006, 33(8):

0.05 2263-2281.
fngg 0.04 proposed algorithm [8] Huang F Z, Wang L, He Q. An effective co-evolutionary
X 0.03 differential evolution for constrained optimization[J].
0.0 Applied Mathematics and Computation, 2007, 186(1):

340-356.
O'Olo z(l)o 4(I)o 6(I)() 800 [9] Wang, Cai Z X, Zhou Y R, et al. An adaptive tradeoff
EARIEL model for constrained evolutionary optimization[J].
3 problem 2 EEISIRTEL IEEE Transactions on Evolutionary Computation, 2008,
12(1): 80-92.
5 &

AR SCHR ) eIMFO 353K fif £ AR AL 7] L 1% 55
20 e ZVRE & BT HEAT B0t 48 O ST
B B T S PR BE 8 77 7%, 2 RIS B BUE i {1 75
KA PEXS Rk A 57 198 A IR 5L 2N BEHLK
TSR FE I KA . R 2.5 A B Ik o 06
P g B0 (O AT AT PR AN R, S 45 SRR, T
t eIMFO Sk AL SR RO AR SE P R B S+, 38
TSR Af Ly RACAL i JL. A SR BE T ke 24>
TR A I AL A T R pe At gt R a3 Bl
WA T o1 B A BLEUE, fE H A L SR AL )
AE o AN B IAE AT SR AR LU 5B € . A S B2 AT
Forh, W] 2 FEAEAZ S RO AL b AT Sk e T R AR
Z HARZ AL 17 .
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