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Abstract: Self-adaptive differential evolution approaches (self-adaptive DEs) often suffer to boost their per-
formances under a limited number of fitness evaluations, since they heavily rely on the trial-and-error process
required to adapt algorithmic configurations. In order to enhance the performance in early generations, this
paper presents a generalized prior-validation framework for algorithmic configurations, which can be appli-
cable to major variants of self-adaptive DEs that adapt the scaling factor, the crossover rate, and/or the
mutation/crossover strategies for each individual. Experimental results on benchmark problems show that
the proposed method successfully boosts the performances of jDE, SaDE, and JADE. Thus, the proposed
method reveals a possibility of self-adaptive DEs toward computationally-expensive optimization problems

where self-adaptive DEs have had a difficulty.

Keywords: self-adaptive differential evolution, prior validation, computationally-expensive optimization

1. EU®IC

FH RO REACHER, 1 B OG220 %
R A NRMBEERDGENH L. 128 21, HLZeko
R EHE TR EENREWiRE Yy 32— a vy
v N
Yokohama National University, Yokohama, Kanagawa 240—

8501, Japan
) nishihara-kei-jv@ynu.jp

-

© 2021 Information Processing Society of Japan

FHOCTHEZFHET 2 [1]. 20X RRMETIE, S#lk7
NV T) XL DR A RATEERRIICIRE T 2 3 3 v, L
LS, ERBELMEICL CHWS N ELLT VT
A LDVEREIL, NAIS=INT A —F RM(EHF R L — % &
W 72T T ALK E KT 52 LMo N T
W5 (2], [3]. £IZT, INHLDOT VT AL E A VT
AV THETZ HOEISAELGEL TV T) XA DRFFEAT S A
AATDILTW B [4], 5], [6].
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FERAEE S /MU E 2 R & L7255 L (Dif-
ferential Evolution: DE) [7] 1&, H Tz s &
b L TRIBWICHERENGET 2 2 LFMshTw
% [8], 9], [10]. ZOEICIE, DE OHRED F 72N A 78—03
TA=Y (AT =R F, ZXHE CR) R@ZHA L —
5 (eI BRI, A SEEE) L\ o 22 TV T X AHERLC
KELELASNDZENDHIFTHNS (1], [12]. IR T, ME
(@Y 2 7V T X LR E FANCRE T B 2 & SHEET
BHBHRR, EOTNT) ALERERETDOEDY A IV
THATREDPDVGHO VIS HITHNS (2], [13], [14].
FAETI, 7 vy TVisE L [15), [16], [17], < VFE—
FOViEAl (18], [19], #MEE 2 /oo — b IR
1k [20], [21] Z& £12, HO#EGE DE 2FH S Tw 5.

WD LT, 7TIVT) AL E 5 v 5 LB
% jDE [22], N5 & =504 &\ CTAS % JADE [23]
% SaDE [24], [25] "% 5. Zh 5O TkiE, SHADE[26],
jSO [27] % SaNSDE [28] 7% & DIl 7 H Cadie T DE (2
DN bEERNEY G 27209], [29]. B, KB%E Tl
7ZHOCHEISE DE 2 5®, — W a 7L —47—-7Tld1
DOOMRIZ L D2DT NV T) XL EE Y 4T 2 EEN—
AT VB, AR — AF%O B @GS DE &, 7
W T) XLEROAER ST ENED DY, FELT VT
) A LML WMEBCEENT 4 — KNy 75 5 0 h%E
HENTE.

—HT, A ENTVT) A LR Z0F /AL,
FORERFERITECT 4 — KNy 745 HTI3GED
HEERALTwS., 2% 0, FHRHGERN—-ZADHEE D
CHATEERI IR IR KT A 2 LTk B T2k 2
£, Ny Fv—ZHETE, 7D S BT [l o gl
B CTHERERHI 2479 2 £ A% < [30], 49 L b ERtE o
A N ROl LR E A EE LTS hho 7o, EE, ACEIE
BIDE IZ BT 5 3ATERRM 27 L -2 T =213, 20
EALERE & UGE T 5 720125 { ORI S & 1§ 5
EV ) HEERI B KPR SN T [20]. L7225oC,
ERTE T A N RO L RTEO BT T, R W ERH
[T D AICE < HOHEILT DE O RO 55,

FITARBLTI, [T T) XL E VIR T
AHh] X0, THEERESNZTVIT) ZLHBHEOH) bEnE
FAT 22 L) BET, HE»SHTORFERT
bHRE UE T RE: HC#ILE DE o7 L—2a7 — 7
AT 5. BARIICIE, RSz T VT X LR
T AR, GFiE% b 0% BT 2 PN 2 FRTHEE 7
V=27 =7 %8 AT 5. REFETIE, 1 OOMEMEIH
L7 NIy XL Bl & L CHERUER L, Saiik
FEEFECZOHmDS 1 OBIRUMTT 28062479 . Fai
WEETIX, BEHiE 25 7V T XA E VTG E
AR 5. 2L T, 2OFMKE (FTIEER L) #
B OBMEZEEL, ZOREICHESW T 7V
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T ALK E LI A, REIL, ST LT X
LR E VTG Z RO TRAERT 2. Zhid, 1) &
BfFORBEEE BFRRET A0 T AR @O 7TV T)
ALMERC & o> CINHEE YT 528, /T2 T
TR DAL |2 5 ZEIRAE R OIETLE I & o TEE
DERMEDZE LT 230 LR HIOR 2 ¢ 2 & 2 E
T5.

FRIOTET A FIE, KTHEREL (Particle Swarm
Optimization: PSO) [31] I2BF 2 BEfsE &, EHH S D
FATIFZED AR ZTEN LT A, BARIIZIE, as— b
Bl PSO TH A OUPS IE, 1 2Dk T 12k LI DN
7 bVvERGAERL, BRBEKEZEBM L a s — b (B
F8) & AV CEBLEHGfE A R b &Vl 7 MV & FIH
T 5 [32]. BRBOFIBANORFEHREDNA T A% @b
BT MV, KELTDE QT T XL & A
5, T, BHEOPWELLT VY Y 7VROHOEIS
B DE X, #6735 DE 258 L -ERMEHMT 5 &9
W7V T) ALK A BAICAERT A2 8T, PORHEE
eET S [33]. LzAoT, yusr—raELL L
b, BERMOBMIC X > TERMBOFEIRANO RFRE DN
AT AEREOIZT N T) XLFERE BT & 3RS
b, —HTRETEZ, FEoHC#EICE DE ICREST,
RN —ZFHEET F, CR, ZEIRAS - 28 g & i#5 %
HO#IGM DE ICHIHCTE 2R 80 H 5. ZOFENILE
A S LHHIE, HOC#EILR DE o B [15], [34)
o= 5 HOC#EILH DE 2 8 IR$ 2 Az ik d
feoR, I—WPHBREELZNE TS 7T X LFERD
EWIKIET 5720 TH 5.

Ke4x 7 AL DE 3 5 — 5T, 73U X L85
DEWRFEBLORET LTIV T XL OV ICHE
HL, &A% ECHEICE DE ICIRETFELZEHNT . B
K121, jDE & SaDE, JADE IZR T % fAA .
jDEIX, FECR%I Y FLTHEEL, if#ERT7IVITY X
LRI ZOF FHFIMT S, TSR T, SaDE I, F
& CR TN A TR SR & 28 Lg% o A L,
T3l 7 7OV T R BRER A & 3K 6D 72 HEE A % W TR,
¥4, L7A>7T, jDE & SaDE df#x %1235 7 v
) ALRERAZINZ T, {75 7T X LRERD T 4 —
RNy 7 Eb RSB, /2, F L CRERBENSET S
JADE &, FHlifiEns EAZOMARE S L1270 T X LKER
BT L HIEMAH D, SaDE D7 1 — KNy 7 ik
LR D.

FEERCTIIRET %2 AR A2 JDE & SaDE, JADE 7°
MAAGHT L ) bMREDUFHET HZ L 2R, LA 5T,
K L CHEIET B IRETHEOHREL jJDE, SaDE 7 5 OF
IZJADE ICIREEN L. ZOERT, AH Mo HCE
JGB DE 2B B IFFHEOERMEL FET A 0TI
{, RETFHFEOTEWNALEZR S LTI LICEESN
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7o, F 7, RETETMARA YA O 2 VERE R
w47 72012, M REHGinE % fk L 72 jDE & SaDE,
JADE 0% (fine-tuning) (31753, LHkIZ L7205
7L =T = BIUNRTA—YHREZHVE (Eitd
DA MMEERER, AFICLEPBIEEEL ).

A LDOWEHII KD EBY THD. 2FETIIDEDT IV
TYVRXLEMANL, 3BECEBEFOACE LR DE % 7
NI RLRERDER T EOBETEED DL, 4 BT
BREFEOAHZALIIOVTIHNRS, 5 BETIE, BETF
#:% iDE & SaDE, JADE IZHAAH, Ny F<x—27[H
& L T IEEE CEC2013 real-parameter single-objective
benchmark function suite [30] & FH\>T, % DYERE % &7
T5. 6 BCREFLEOGHI ATV, BIAIC 7T ETHW

SBOBEERND, B, PUETIIEER—- ZH%EEH
W5 HCHEIGE DE 2 B2 [AC@EILM DE] LIFRZ &
[

2. E=nE{LiE (DE)

AT, H—H A ELEEE i MU E 2 o & &
5. FHETIE, REEHE e RP &3 2 HWMHK
flx) :RP - R L, LFCTH2HNE D RILOKIE
W ff * = [21,22,...,7p], &DWVIZZOEMMFE K

HLZENHNTH .

¥ = argmin f(x). (1)

x

DE o &Mtk a;, (i = 1,2,...,N) b7 b g; =
[Ti1,Ti2,...,x;p] E LTREEINL., T2 TN IIHEE
YA X () <oy, FEERIBESGPICETS
(xeP). DLFICHKRLLHIZ, DEOTL—LT =T
&, ML EAT o 7282120, ZEIRER OB 2 b AR £
TO—HO T UL AZEROW T LM% £ THY
g

2.1 fHEAE

Rt =0BXOP =012BWT, AN O¥MZT
e B L, ES PICBINT A, BRI, i &
Hofkx, (i=1,2,...,N) 3L, jRICHOPEEK
zij € ol ;0] MO AEEE T, EREP5 T
FAHET S (j=1,2,...,D). ZZT, al; &at; &
TNEN 2 ; DERBORMEB L PIRKETH 5.

2.2 RREE

RKIZ, te—t+1&LT, tfCHD i FHOMEDZEH
LERE v, #RES P HOAERT S, B1LIRT LD
12, THETITHRA BERERBEPIREIN TN LS. 72
&2 rand/1 1IRATEREINS.

v, =Ty, + F(Tr, — ry). (2)
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R 1 DE 2B HIUERM % J2 IR T s
Table 1 Popular mutation strategies for DE.

Method Definition

rand/1 v = @, + F(@r, — Try)

rand/2 v = @y, + F(xr, — Try) + F2r, — /)
best/1 Vi = Tpest + F(xr, —x7,)

best/2 Vi = Tpest + F(®r, — Try) + F@r, — 1))

current-to-rand/1 v; = x; + F(x,, — x;) + F(x,, — @)

current-to-best/1 v, = @; + F(@pest — ;) + F(xr, — 2r,)

Algorithm 1 exponential 3¢ 3 (exponential crossover)

j = randint [1, D]
k=1
Wi — T;
repeat
Uij,j = Vij
j=(j+1) mod D
k=k+1
until rand [0,1) > CR or k > D

ZZT, ATF—WVIREF € [0,1] 13257 PLVORE S
RET2NAN—NFGA=5THY, ZOMHEIILETK
WARHE L RFTRFEDONT v AR T 258 5. X
BOEPIZR1IZBYT, x4y, @, ZBEOMBES P X
DHE z; DHWTT O LEIRENTEETDH ), Tpest
&P N BIEEE ERT 5.

2.3 XX

AR L 72 2R AR BRI v, E BRI o X EE, B
BOTMER u; ZERT 2. LS ERIRE SN TS
v, fFM7% A& LT binomial 2 X & exponential 28 3L
Wb, 72 21X, binomial ZZXIF (3) THZHMN5.

Vi j if mnd[O, 1] < CR or _7 = j'rand7
Uij = ®)

x; ; otherwise.
i,J

Z 2T, IR CR € [0,1] 13, SRERMEEDOPELLD
FHEAEHIE S 2XEHIPH L. B, o2 AIN
WG WS 5 72012 (1, D) 25 BREIL jrana TR0,
Grand KICHZLT LA SRS, rand|0,1] 1&, [0,1] DHPH
D OEBO—HIMEL R HROBEEEET. $72, ex-
ponential 22X 1E Algorithm 1 TH-2 515, randint[1, D]
(&, [1, D] D#EPAH & BE D —KEI AR ELE E IR T B
THRKT.

2.4 {E{FEIR

K () LR LB, w; OFMES @, OFFIIEL Y b
/J\éb‘i%é\bi@i% x; e u; ngﬁﬁij—é %LVC, 557’?'3{‘?%
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(2.2 i) IR —HEDO T L AR IERET LM F THD

o {u i () < (@),

x; otherwise.
3. BC#EIGE DE OH%E

RETIE, FTTHCEILH DE 2 —f%fb L7287 L o
JALREFHT D, ZORMIE, RETEAT LIRETE
D7 V=T =7 o C#EIGE DE (ZFREE 3 5m
LD THE., Z0Kk, TLI) XLHERO LR T H:O
Blas s O DE % 2 BEICKT 4. 72, 2%
T &M AIAL JDE & SaDE, JADE @ A 51 = X A IZDW
TH— AL L 287 L T Z LRV A 3T 5.
%3, jDE % SaDE, JADE ®7 )V 3Y X A FKILEZE &
BRLH, ZONBEEKREIEDL LW LIZHE SN2,
¥ 72, DERSF, DETVSF [35] %, sinDE[36] %2 & DAY
Va—=)rrEReigiE, HOBEICR R R E 3R
LIZORGFXONERE Lew., 72, DE DA I8—=%5
A—=HFIZIZ F, CRIZMZ THEST A XN PHELET D
W5, RER IO AICERSES TS F L CRICERT A,

3.1 BS#EIE DE O—#{t7) I XL
HAEE x ICE DB THETLVTY) ALK E 0; =

00y 0ui,0F:,0cr:] £FERLTSH (i=1,2,...,N). 72

O%0DEEETHE, 6cOTHY |O|=|P|=NTdh

5. 22T, 0, DBKEHO,,,0u:,0r:,00r: &ZTNENL

TOLHIIEET S,

0, R 2 BREREMOMI LS/ Ty o
AR AT IT)ANRERK, 7282, 0,=1,2,3
WZNEN rand/1, best/2, current-to-rand/1 \ZXJIE
THEERTE D, FEREFREIEZ BOHEIL L 2%\
B, F B 2R8I % ARG I D &) B
TO, % 1ICHEET 5.

0., AT AR OFFNSIN ST, Ty 7 A%
KT HhTFTYHNEERKR. AR, 0,=1,20F N
Z 1 binomial 2¢ & & exponential 2 xBTS & 58
FTE5H., TAHMEEHCHID L 2 WiEEE, Hns
28 S % KBRS D & V) R T 0, & 1 IS
T 5.

Op AT =R F %#F£Y 0p € [0,1] DEEREH. A
=R Ee OIS L WA, 0p &SI
ET .

Ocr RIAFECR%EHET 0cr € (0,1 DFEBRE. X
FEHCHIL L 2WIGAEL, 0cr 2 HZEMICEET 5.

Kz, HO@GHM DE O 7 )V 3) X4 % —fgkfb L 7z

LT — F % Algorithm 2 \Z/RT . WICIHEES P =

{T1,@o,...,xNn} ET VT ALHEH O = {01,0,,...,0N}
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Algorithm 2 —f%fl L7z A C#ILH DE
(generalized self-adaptive DE)

t=0
Initialize P = {x1,x2,...,ZN}
Initialize © = {601,02,...,0n}
while termination criteria are not met do
t=t+1
fori=1to N do
0!"!' — 0,
0; = [0v,i,0u,i,0F,,0cR,i] — Sample(0;")
v; «— Mutation(P,0v,,0F,:)
u; «— Crossover(x;,vi,0u.i,0ck,q)
fori=1to N do
u; if f(u;) < f(x)

Ti <

x; otherwise

0; — Update (01',0271)

LTS, RICAAL V=T LT, ke, &I
FLRIEL Sample(011) TT VT X LHEK 0, & EK (F
YTV YT) T4 BARMICIE, BHAEEY L TTNS 0,
0 =000 00 0] L LTREL, RETH
WL O AEELTO, xEMT 5. 2B, Sample(0)")
DEFIE, HOHEIE DE Z& D7V T X LER D A KT
BTGS2 7208 PR E LCERLTwD, EFRsh
72 0; F T, BRERMEK v;, R TELENE u; %
AL, RS L OMEREIRZ1T) . LT, FUBK
Update (6;,0:"") VT, 0, 2D F FITFEwE L THL
2, 0N SRS R PSET A, ZO®EE, HOERE DE
TR D, BB, Sample(071) & Update(0;,0:1) T

FRL L7251 BoIE, AC#EISM DE 12X > TED A7,
b HA AL TR L T 5.

3.2 FUHALERICEZIBFRETIV

COEFIVTIE, AT LETNTY) X LK 2T Y
LABIRT L7280, FATHRRM R ERI RN HELE 2D,
72, BRI & o CEORKRE AR L72T VT X LK
B 0; HUFE TH B LI S Wz a s, 0, &R T
PR 5T TRERS B KB H 5.

JDE [22] I ZfFEHIHT (f(u) < flay)) L7z &%
D Op; & Ocr; & RMAUSHAT LB TEE ML, 2
N, GA % PSO DilIEE 7 )b % {2 MM A8 A - 7=
WAV OWF7E & I L [38], [39], [40], DE (2L L 72k
ELTHEDIT SN [34]. DE IZBIT 5 Sample(0:71)
% Sample-jDE(0!~") & LT Algorithm 3 |Z777.

EROTNTY X0 L LT, FNZTXTOfER x; € P
ALY 5. 70, BRI T VT XL
W 0, DB, 0pi,0cr: DEE Op; =05, Ocr; = 0.9
TObT 5. % B, jDE I, ZHRZERENE 0, ;1% rand/1,
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Algorithm 3 Sample-jDE(0!™")

Algorithm 4 Sample-JADE(!™")

0 rand[0.1,1] if rand[0,1] < 7p
Fi =
9;{1.1 otherwise
rand|0,1] if rand[0,1] < 7cr
Ocr,: =
QE_RI’Z. otherwise
0v,s =1 (rand/1)
0v,i = 1 (binomial crossover)

return 0;

2SI 0,5 13 binomial 28X & FIWVIHEFRIZ L v, 2k
12, Algorithm 3 |Z7RL72 X 912, jDE O/NA /X—/XF X —
Y 1, Tor PDWERTH L\ Op,, 0cr,; DIE%Z —HR546 T
YT TL, FRUSTIERHA TRl E T X @k <.
ZLT, IS 2 HWT—@#HOIEN %17\, Update
(0,001 IS 2#IEE LT, MHEIIZKKL 25E
(flul) > f(xl) 12, 6; % 0171 ICRT (6, — 0/71). =
DX HIZ, DE TRE—EWHE 77, 7cr TH L WA 78—
FA=F R LG5, BEPLEEFIRDIS X0 If# 2
AIN=IXT A= 5 %K T 5. 2O 7p,70r TEIITLL
7o BT L C FDSADE [41] %° ISADE [42] 2574
T5.

fsdBl e LT, EPSDE [43] &, 0r; & Ocp \ZHIZ TZE
IR FLENE 0, DBEILIICTHET 5. ENENORF %
i L 727 — V% Pp = {0.4,0.5,0.6,0.7,0.8,0.9}, Por
= {0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4,0.5,0.6,0.7,0.8,0.9}, P, = {rand/1,
best/2, current-to-rand/1} & L CHANIEFRT 5. WL
THEAZBWTIL, ENENDT = V25 O, Ocr.i
Op; % 1 OFTO—RGATHRIRL, Kz, IZEHY BT,
Z OB OMAEH CTIEATHA CTRREINICRD) L8 &13 2
NOEPAL, KB LAHEIZOR 0, Ocri, i DT
RCE—RGMATT T LIZEH YU TS., 5B, KL
0,.; 1& binomial XX THh 5. HEMHEALZR 7L T) XL T
HY)H6, BN bR EL T L 2 LS
TW5 [34].

3.3 HBEHHICEDICEREFET IV
COETNTIE, ERGAR T - =il vol, —
K AT SN DRERD A S > T v 7452 LT, T
) ALK 0; ZMEILICHHET S, 20N EORRIL,
7o & ZAXBEITIR IR L 72 1E 0 O HRGHD A 5
INTA—F HPET L L, W@ TV T X LR %
BT B 72D HAC 3B o TERIIHESR 54 2 A 5 1
WZhAhH., BEOTILITY ALK EZFRATT 3.2 HioE®
TN EZRRY, ARSI D RS D S BRIC
TNT) XL EZS 7)Y I T B ELEMTH B,
JADE [23] TI3a# K I EH 2T L 721682 5 5 H &
FHRENDLFHHDNA IS=I85 2 —F 2RI > T
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repeat
Or; =C(ur,0.1)
Or; =1ifO0p; > 1
until 0 < 0p; <1
Ocr, :N(,uCR,O.l)

0 ifbOcr,i <0
Ocr,i =
1 if HCR,’i >0

0v,s = 1 (current-to-pbest/1)
Ou,; = 1 (binomial crossover)

return 0;

YUY B EF, Op & Oop DMEEERTHI—Y—4
fi ¢ LIEHAT N ORLEINT A =& ESFRfliE LT, up
Eper DA T INT A= BERT SH., TNEDOMEIZER
DA T IR IR IS L7z O & Ocr,y DIEIC
HEOWTK (5), (6) DLHITEHEING.

pr = (1 —c)ur + c-meanr(Sr), (5)
por = (1 = ¢)ucr + ¢ - mean(Scr). (6)

ZZT, cl3FHRTHY, Sp & Scp 32O THE
PRI L7z 05, & Ocp; M 2%EE6% T NEIUR
9. F72, mean(Scr) 1& Scr NOTRTOEDFIEIET
HY, meany(Sp) 1& Sp NOTXTOMHD 2D L —~ —
$%(Z%ﬁ&ﬂ@/z%ﬁ&ﬁm)f%%.A@mmm4
RS EBY, KEEICBIT5 0p; & Ocg, DY > T ) >
7, ENEIERNICHRE S N HE5M Cur,0.1),
N(pcr,0.1) E0frbis. F7z, 283 0, |& bino-
mial XX TdH %A%, JADE TIIH 727 22 Bk 0, , &
L T current-to-pbest/1 BSHN 5N T\ 5.

v = & + F(Tppest — &) + F (2, — Zry). (7)

22T, Tpest & P N TRFAMIAEAY p; x N A2 (i €
[Pmins Pmax)) DTEAED S T ¥ & LIZEINAETH Y,
T, &, BOVPLOAELIT —IAT ADLT VT LIS
BIENEERTH 5. AR FER IR L 72 o HE
x; BRSNS, B, ADTAXBP OH AL XL
—HT 5 L1, WAEHOREZIC ANOERST 5 L
WCHIBRE N A, AFNXT A= pup, ucr E7 "4 7 A
DEEL F LOHEMN T — F& Algorithm 5 12787
72, JADE 2B L7-F4E & LT SHADE [26] »*d 5.
SHADE T, BEFICHII LZBEDONA I8—18F X —
Y O0p; & Ocp; D2MEOL — < —FEE AL LICEHE
L, ENENHMBDOAEY Mpy, & Moy (2T 2%
h=12.. . HxROSERPLZOMEEHEMNTH. /N
AN=IRT A= Op,; & Ocp,; DV > 7)) 2712, 2hE
Na— =5 EEHS A% V5 d JADE & [H LT
HbH., —=HT, LLH LV T v FrICRENTE K r, &
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Algorithm 5 JADE /85 X — & #i#s A 55 1%
(adaptation of JADE parameters

after generation process)

Algorithm 7 SaDE ®/ X5 x — & 3% AL H 3T
(adaptation of SaDE parameters

before generation process)

for i=1to N do
if f(u;) < f(z;) then
Sp — Add 0., Scr — Add Ocr, A — Add z;
wr, per < ed.(5), (6)
SFr=0,Scr=10
Randomly remove @ € A until |A] < |P|

Algorithm 6 Sample-SaDE(6!™")
0v,i,0u,; < Sample a pair of strategies from distribution p
0p,; = N(0.5,0.3)
repeat
Ocr,i = N(CRmy,0.1)
until 0 < f0cpr; <1

return 0;

HWTC, Mp,, & Mp,, % Z0WEHNENST A —5 L7
HE LT, Ih5DERGAOTENITONL. NI
L0, BWEPKEBT HIONT Mpy, & Mog, 3% MM
ERFFLGSOMEAICHEICHE L TWwE,
A=F %G TN TS BHERSM O L TRES R
T, PRFEE LU, MEST A X2 ms
SEDLZETREBIRERDP S RIRENRAIZY 7 M5
L-SHADE [44], L-SHADE (2% 7 A5 4i % v 720 — 71 )b
—F L sinDE # BFIZ L7 A 78—=%F 2 — F L
% 72 LSHADE-Epsin [45], L-SHADE |28\ CTHAjIZA 7
Va—=1) Y ENTIV—= VTR T £ — A Ul v
%479 IL-SHADE [46] % jSO [27] % EDHFAET 5.

DE DA 78—=I8F & — & [THI A TEIRZE T - 28 Lk
b T A KM % T2 SaDE [24], [25] %% 4. SaDE
[2BI1T % Sample(0:') % Sample-SaDE(0!™") & LT Al-
gorithm 6 127”3, Op,; IZ2WTIEDRIFHME 0.5, i
W7 0.3 DIEM A N(0.5,0.3) 2o v 7)) v 7EN 5,
Ocp.i & ZEIRIERE - SZLHME 0, 1,000 1%, NAIX—I8TF X —
5 LP % T LP AT O ST 0 B IEE % F v
THiEE NG, $72, WIKIZZERER - X IO AT
wEF L, rand/1/bin, rand/2/bin, current-to-rand/1,
rand-to-best/2/bin D A OPHAE I NG, 2F ), ZOM
GEE1OBNUT, 0, & 0, BFARICRE S NS, 400
HEEDA YTy 7 A% ZNENE=1,2,3,4 (L7=H->
TAYT v I ARB K =4) £L, INHOMAETTE
(% LP WA O OB S e p (B —
Ly b)) 2ERT S, BAEMIZIE, Algorithm 8 D X9 12
AT D#&D ) O EFTRF g b Z & ot Tk
DIE G DI E nsp, &R nfi, Z#E LP AT
o TRiekd 5. £ L THACEH D45 12 Algorithm 7,

INAIXN—IXT
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if t > LP then
for k=1to K do
Pr,t < €q.(8)
Remove nsyc—rp,nfrt—LP

CRmy, = median(CRremoryy,)

Algorithm 8 SaDE D735 * — % Ji# i EHi%
(adaptation of SaDE parameters
after generation process)

for i =1to N do
if f(u;) < f(x;) then
nsk i+ = 1, CRMemoryy, < Add Ocri

else

nfk’t—}— =1

K (9) R L) ITHIE k & DRI S, KD, Th
(e U 7- kg ke O#IRFESR pp, 250 (8) THMT 5. 22
TH(9) Deld, TXTD Sy, DE—FHN0THD L X
K (8) TOTOMRREZEMT 2720DEMTH 5.
_ Skt

Zf:l Sk,t’
Ztg:s—LP NSk,g

t—1 t—1
dg—t—rp MSkg t 20 pp kg

A2, Algorithm 6 @ X 912, Z ORGSR p % H W
T, BAEOMATHEMER z; BHVLHMELTDL Ty 7
Ak BPET D, Oopi \OWTIE, #@FE LP#LIZBW
T BRI B L 72BN 8 & & 02 C Riremory), WRAF S
n, ZOHRAE CRmy, & FHE L L 72 HERE 0.1 DIEH
545 N(CRmy,0.1) X 0K EIC 7)) v 7ans,
Update (6;,0: ") IZHIS T B 31EL LT, MHEFOWEIC
PO THREL O, xZDFEIFMHT A, %8B, SaDE
DY R T L L TP SaNSDE [28] Tl&, Op; 22V T bi#
ISR ICHREE L T 5.

4. REFE
jDE % SaDE, JADE #ixL® &9 % HC#ILH DE %=

g EL, —fibsh-BC#E0 DE 7L —247—7|C
o TIREFFED AN = AL ZFHHT 5.

(8)

Pkt

Sk,t = + €. (9)

4.1 HE

H OIS H DE 13, MHEFICR L2gaic7ray X
LR R BRI 9 2 R BRI v T v TR ORER
DA RS LR WL I LT, H#ER TV TY) XL
W E ERTAUBPHEINTWE, —FT, T LT
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VT X LREBUIEINHAFT 57280, BT & - TiEtE
R EICHEG LAWT VT RLANER SN LW RENED
b, F2C, HO#EIGE DE (34 SNz 7 0 3) X 46
B Z0F IMHTLETRILEOTEEZRHL TS S
D5, WATEERA L 2O T AR 2 5. LA
Ledss, i wiEsElin x g Lna1s, Zoidr
SRR AR 2 W REZ IR D HEBR 5 2 &A%, I LIERE &
YT SH)ZTEELEZLND.
FICIRETREE, TN TY X LR AR L,
FOMPLIEEEZ SNDL TN T X LR Z RS 2
LT, WATHRRN LB ERE RN T A L), —
#eig7 A CSEIEE DE T, 120fEIco2& 12507 )V
TN ZALER DI EF T 7T H. — T, BETFH
ARG &, 1 OOEKICOE TV T R LR E —
WCHEBAERT A2 h,. ZLT, INHEDOT VTR
LRERERT D SRR L 7Tk &, $CICE R SN E
Bl oa—20y FH#r ZNENEEL, ZhoRk/h
EBBTNT) ALK EITITH. 2F ), BEMICK
LDV TALTARR Z A2l T & 72 7V ) R LR & i
LEERTAH. I, 1 BTHEARLL )L, BERFEOR™L
B R RPTEET AN, T AR SO 7 IV T X LRI
IoT, HREEZEET L EEZEMLTWS, AT
BEINRZIHIT 5 LhE LT, HWAOSNLZT LT XL
B TR 2o TREET 5. 2L, BiES
DINAT A% G200 0, ROSHEDZM LT %22
RSB DI E I L o> THHIT 22 & 2 EHT 5.

B, EHEOOGH L, EEMEERERERO L2
Uy FEEEESRT SN S 7V T) X LR ORI X ERE 2
MR TE TRV, oMM & LT, JEEEEKIC
FERZE RS 2 70 ) X LRI SRR T 5
2k, RARR E PRSI ARE L CER SN A 2 e
HIFonsd, LiehoT, #-FEFEL, EEEMAKISITVR
A R L7270V ) X AR A W5 &) iR 72
MRE 28R L, R &ML L T7 IV 3 X AR
TRETS.

4.2 AHZXL
4.2.1 EAB LR

RETHEIL, HOESE DE 751 D OMEMKI2E ) 4T
L7NT) AR EERT S 70 ACHEHAINS.
Thabh, —#HLSN-HCHIGE DE 7L —4 T —7
(Algorithm 2) 12BWT, 7N T XL = AHKT 5
Sample(0™") ZAEIET 5. BRI 2 7 = XL IELT O
LBh D,

BBz, 1IZE Y L TE 7L T X LK 6, &S
HIrEEZL (i=1,2,...,N). T, FAiiFIHW
BREER o 2 EFRT 5. BN EFEITRIE TR
b, TLT, CHOT V) X LHERGERE 0] ; € O] %K
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T2 (j=1,2,...,C). TIT, &7V T X 2K
WOESGET D, BT A7 VT X 2R, FIHT
A HCHEIE DE O£ k% C E#EAT 5 2 & THELN
%. 72k 2%, jDE Tld Sample-jDE(0:™1) %, SaDE Tl
Sample-SaDE(0!~") %, JADE Tl Sample-JADE(0!™")
EENENCHEZTHEYELTIATT A, T2, Ce NI
BETLETHVANAINRN=INTA=5TH 5.

K2, HCHEILT DE O FREARAR 710+ 2 2 FE4T L,
0;; 2 H v TR AR u},;j AHERT S, 72k 21X, jDE
TH, 0, THEEND O, & Oy, B TEIER
(rand/1) &£383 (binomial ZX) %#HT 5. TTD
0, € O | LTI OBELFATL, C BRI L
Y5, ZIT, uh, OMEHEZITHEC EICHESR
w.%Lf,%,@aﬁ®1—70vkﬁ%%ﬁﬁt,%
DI HNE 7 b 7N T) X ARG 0, &t 5.
2%, 6, 1T TOATELSNS.

0, = arg minl|z} —up ||. (10)
0! ;€0 “J

U EDREFHEOERN RN E 2 A, b, 0, DE
L7213, 0; # W THT#EIEE DE OFEEALR 7 1 &
AEMAL, z; 13T 5 u, EREKT S, FLT, KD
TED 0,1 b LRRDOAN AL EFTHIEENS.
4.2.2 REEGEOESE

RO LIS BIRFIREDONA T A e AL 7280
12, FERMEMMR o SHEE CICERL LBRFICHRET S
CEDPHELVEEZ L., KT, DTD 4 DO
BEZRD.
rand ¥R BEOMES P 5 7 ¥ ¥ LIGERL o 12

HET 5.
greedy BkR&  BEOMRES P ICBIT 5 m B L SR L
xf ICHET 5.
p-best Bil& /XT7 X — % p e [0,1] & HVCTRHIifEAS A7
pxX N ETOMALPS T > ¥ LISHEIR L xf IZREE
T 5.
e-greedy & Bl e € [0,1] Z 7%, W3 ¢ T rand ¥
%, M1 — e T greedy WG % #MH L xf 1CEEET 5.
B, p-best WM&, ZEIRZARFLWRHE current-to-pbest & 5
ZIZLTWA. rand ¥WIEIZ, X VIBOLREZ B L /oM
MZH b ENZ D, greedy BIETIX, TXTOMKIZEL
TR R S, S 2 S 3 W RED D 5.
INBITHTL, 78T A =% p R e DIEITHKAET DY, p-best
B & e-greedy BEMEIE, X D ARSFIOREERECTH 5.

NS OWRME % FIV 7o BB ERRIE 6 T TYT ) A, H
AP OPEN RIRETH D greedy Wil % IEE OMME & LT
HET D, greedy Wilgx V723 R T AT DE & SaDE,
JADE DM 2 ZE L TUEY 5% 51, BIMD/ST X —
T pRexRETAIULENLL D, TOHE, $TXTO
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Algorithm 9 Sample(P, 6;, z})
Require: P,0;, x;
if f(ul™') > f(x!™') then
o, =10
for j =1to C do
O} « Add sampled configuration 0;]-
’Ulglf ;= Mutation(P, 0, ; ;,0%; ;)

/ / / /
ug = Crossover(x;, Vo, OuijrOCR, i)

0, — arg minllz} —up |
0] ,€0; o
return 0;

TN T X LRER A — O BEAE b L ITHERE NS 2
B, L L s, REFEE, SEEEROEHE IS
THAERTE L7V T) ALK EERT 5 2 LIFEN
LTwiwn, < ETHHCHENE DE OAR 7% Bk
LS 1207 VI AL ZERTL2LD0THY
greedy ¥kBgEE V5 Z 05, ROSEMEOZE L VKT %24
CHEE IR Y 2 2w,

4.3 ETEBEERIOHIR

421 IR L72E 912, REFHEIEEDPED B AN
ZALATEHRTELN, TOAH AL %2 LEEICHEET
B0 ERE NS A 2 LR A SN L. B, Ak
T CHEDT VT X LGB & AT A HE D R LA
FLCHR A0 5. EEtHE I A N s biE 2 e T %
&, ZoOfEED 72 OFFEREE OBEINIER T E 2 TRENE
Wb, LLLGBNE, MOFHIRM RS % &0 FiRE
DFMETA b &% 2 bRTED Rk L, FHEARER 2
T5HEEBET 5.

BAKIIZIE, BETFHEOA D ZZALI2BWT, mittft<
FRTEHCRII L7 (f(us) < flay)) AR, BHEDOT L
T AL EZEOLTEHNLEAMHETAZ LT, BHE
BRI OB ZATS . L72ds> T, ArtfCCEsgric el L
72 (f(ui) > f(x) BEICDR, 7)) X LRER
DER DG EIRE TEFEATT 5. ZOFIEREH OHIE %
W L72IRETEL LT, BB Sample(P, 0;,x}) %
Algorithm 9 12787,

5. FE&

R#ETIE, jDE & SaDE, JADE IZIREF1:% Mk
Ny Fv—y MEE A TEOMREE BT 5.

5.1 EERNE
5.1.1 N>Fv—URHE

The special session and competition on Real-Parameter
Single Objective Optimization at IEEE Congress on Evo-
lutionary Computation 2013 (CEC 2013) [30] TEZE S
% 28 M Ol % UH—H 19 F2 5t fe e d AL RN > 7
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RV F,... Fs ZHWA. IRSOMEIE, Hig

TR Py ~ F5, SRR Fs ~ Foo BLUFy ~ Fo D

DR U725 E B L 72 Foy ~ Fog 2S5,

MRED X TCHIE D = 10,30,50,100 & L, KIicio @iz

WY BRETHROATr =) 714 #5HliT 5. Lz

T, ARt 112 (=28 x4) OFERF —2A%17). T XT 4

YaroREEBY, MKz OFEFEIL x € [-100,100]P

55 [30].

5.1.2 WBFEEFHEAE

IRETFHEMAIAATL JDE & SaDE, JADE & #laikEr

Hi® jDE & SaDE, JADE # lL#§ 4. &8, $XTOF

BT LT, i —ofm e HeThElkIns. =%

FHETIE, CERECHETHIIEUHE LTV T) XL

AT D BRI < % B 7S, FHERER ORI % BT 5

720I2C =10 ¥ 5. jDED/XF A—%1Z, Fi=0.5,

CRinis = 0.9, N =100, 77 = 0.1, 7¢g = 0.1 &3 5 [22].

SaDE D35 A — %1%, ppini = 0.25, CRmy inis = 0.5,

LP =50, e =0.01 £ 3% [25]. JADE ®/%5 X — %%,

Finit = 0.5, per,init = 0.5, ¢ = 0.1, pmin = 0.05,

Pmax = 0.2 £ T % [23].

fREFEAGIO 2L % e K 10,000 & L, Ra 568 — F2HWw

7oL L7z 51 AT TR S oM R BAEOTIYME) %5

BY L. ZOFHMEO I, 500, 1,000, 3,000, 10,000

DRI E S £ 12479 . T 72, JDE L RETHEE AL

A 72 iDE, SaDE &ifZEFE% M AAATE SaDE, JADE

CIREFERMAAAL JADE O 3HEZZRET S, MA

T, MAHEEEZER T H72DIKRD 2 D075 — ADK

EXAT) .

BET—R1 HHLRIUED Oy F<—7 AT L IC%
HLIZK L Wilcoxon OFF 5 AN ARE 2@ H L, AEK
#0.05 O T CHESEZTRS. BRI, p>0.05
THNIEEELZLE LT 4, p<0.05 TIREF:
EHLAIAA P TAEDEN 2 51F “47, p < 0.05 TIRE
FLEEMAAE L CFENBEM R OE " 95,
LT, 500, 1,000, 3,000, 10,000 O FaF0% = & 12
INLDERE “+) -/~ ELTHET S, ThiC
LY, $RTCORTEEL CFEMICAEENRON
LT IHRATE .

BRET—ZX2 XKD DT XTOEBOFHEIZD
W, BRI L Wilcoxon DFF5 AN S %581 L,

HIKME 0.0 D T CTHEATTANL., TXTOMEK
il L CREMICAEBEAPRONS 2% p HTHERET
&5%.

%B, 1,000 DM EREBE LEEZRICE LD

4. —J)C, 500, 3,000, 10,000 DfFFEAMEE T & O

BHHEREDRICOWVTIE, MEOHA LA L, BERHED

AEIRT.
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& 2 JDE LiRETFLEZ@M L7 JDE OMREHE
Table 2 Comparison of fitness derived from jDE and jDE with the proposed method.

D =10 D =30 D =50 D =100
jDE ours jDE ours jDE ours jDE ours

F1 5.04E+03 4.54E+03 ~ | 5.92E4+04 5.16E+04 + | 1.25E4+05 1.08E4+05 + | 3.28E4+05 2.89E-405 +
F2 3.60E+07 3.86E+07 ~ | 9.40E408 9.15E4+08 ~ | 2.60E4+09 2.57E4+09 ~ | 1.23E+10 1.09E+10 +
F3 1.32E+410 1.27E4+10 ~ | 5.36E+15 5.53E+15 ~ | 2.89E+16 1.04E+16 + | 1.30E4+24 5.15E+23 +
F4 4.53E+04 4.14E+04 ~ | 1.66E+05 1.57E4+05 ~ | 2.61E+05 2.49E+05 ~ | 549E+05 5.30E+05 ~
F5 3.18E+03 2.42E4+03 + | 4.73E+04 4.58E+04 ~ | 1.24E+05 1.10E4+05 + | 4.15E+05 3.62E-+05 +
F6 3.17TE+02 3.00E+02 ~ | 9.16E4+03 8.16E+03 + | 1.93E4+04 1.51E4+04 + | 1.03E405 8.77E4+04 +
F7 1.70E+402 1.66E4+02 ~ | 6.16E+04 4.68E4+04 ~ | 8.65E+04 5.89E404 + | 3.94E+08 3.33E408 ~
F8 2.07E+01 2.07E+01 ~ | 2.12E4+01 2.12E+401 ~ | 2.13E4+01 2.13E+01 ~ | 2.15E401 2.15E+01 ~
F9 1.11E401 1.14E401 ~ | 4.50E+01 4.49E4+01 ~ | 7.98E+01 8.03E4+01 ~ | 1.72E+4+02 1.73E4+02 ~
F10 6.16E+02 5.71E4+02 ~ | 8.22E4+03 7.54E+03 4+ | 1.72E404 1.59E+04 + | 5.14E4+04 4.71E+04 +
F11 1.36E+02 1.26E4+02 + | 9.48E+02 8.71E4+02 4+ | 1.95E+03 1.78E+03 + | 5.35E4+03 4.86E+03 +
F12 1.36E4-02 1.35E4+02 ~ | 9.94E+02 9.14E402 + | 1.88E+03 1.73E+03 4+ | 5.58E+03 5.00E+03 +
F13 1.36E4-02 1.30E4+02 ~ | 9.67TE+02 8.98E4+02 + | 1.90E+03 1.75E403 + | 5.66E+03 4.94E4+03 +
F14 2.19E+03 2.14E+03 + | 8.60E4+03 8.44E+03 ~ | 1.55E4+04 1.52E+04 + | 3.43E404 3.39E+04 +
F15 2.19E+03 2.13E4+03 ~ | 8.97E4+03 8.94E+03 ~ | 1.64E4+04 1.64E+04 ~ | 3.43E404 3.42E+04 ~
F16 2.52E+00 2.49E+00 ~ | 4.53E4+00 4.47E+00 ~ | 5.51E4+00 5.44E+00 ~ | 5.70E400 5.81E+00 ~
F17 2.25E+02 2.02E+02 + | 1.94E4+03 1.68E+03 + | 4.31E4+03 3.42E+03 + | 1.04E4+04 8.54E+03 +
F18 2.28E+02 2.03E4+02 + | 1.92E4+03 1.66E+03 + | 4.22E4+03 3.50E+03 + | 1.04E4+04 8.47E+03 +
F19 3.09E+03 2.74E403 ~ | 1.94E4+06 1.47E+06 + | 6.65E4+06 3.91E+06 + | 7.66E4+07 5.05E+07 +
F20 4.70E400 4.66E+00 ~ | 1.50E4+01 1.50E+01 ~ | 2.50E4+01 2.50E401 ~ | 5.00E4+01 5.00E401 ~
F21 7.16E+02 6.98E+02 ~ | 4.63E4+03 4.26E+03 + | 1.02E4+04 8.69E+03 + | 2.29E4+04 1.82E4+04 +
F22 2.36E+03 2.34E403 ~ | 9.47E4+03 9.31E+03 ~ | 1.67E4+04 1.66E+04 ~ | 3.64E4+04 3.60E+04 +
F23 2.47E+03 2.49E+03 ~ | 9.55E4+03 9.43E+03 ~ | 1.73E4+04 1.72E+04 ~ | 3.60E4+04 3.61E+04 ~
F24 2.33E+02 2.31E4+02 + | 3.54E+02 3.52E+02 ~ | 5.08E+02 5.01E+02 ~ | 1.49E4+03 1.41E+03 ~
F25 2.32E+02 2.32E4+02 ~ | 3.61E+02 3.61E+02 ~ | 5.05E+02 5.05E+02 ~ | 9.82E+02 9.79E+02 ~
F26 2.18E+02 2.16E+02 ~ | 3.74E4+02 3.76E+02 ~ | 5.05E4+02 5.06E+02 ~ | 7.62E402 7.64E+02 ~
F27 7.12E+02 7.10E402 ~ | 1.55E403 1.54E+03 ~ | 2.65E4+03 2.60E+03 + | 5.97E403 5.72E+03 +
F28 1.21E403 1.14E403 + | 7.16E+03 T7.07E403 ~ | 1.29E+04 1.23E404 4+ | 3.68E4+04 3.48E+04 +
BETr—A 1. +/—/~ 7/0/21 10/0/18 16/0/12 17/0/11

WET — A 21 p value 0.0006956 0.0003274 0.00003644 0.00003667

5.2 EEER

£ %T:% jDE, SaDE, JADE |2 L, 5Ffial%k 1,000
IZBWT, XkuoH% D =10,30,50,100 L ZEfb s ¢/ & &
DOMREETR 2, K3, XA ICEFNFIRT. M@HENT L
HAETEDSD ) —HOFHER U2 L) BWIERE % S
LTWwW3ZEeaET, &f2EBLT, RETEYHCHE
BRI DE ISEH T 5281280, £ 07— ATHEED
ELTWwA, flE LT, JDE ICIRETHZEH LGE,
£ 2 12BWT D =10,30,50,100 DJEIZZ 1 Z1 28 D
9523, 23, 22, 22 OB THEED T E L TWb. ME
F—Z1Th 7, 10, 16, 1THDOBKT “+7 &b, ##E
FEPENTH B, FRISRITTED M LEEO #ES DS |
AL &L, REFEOAMEIELS L. T2, &2
DIRBITRLIZ LI, MET — A2 TTRTORTHT
p<0.05 &%y, MEEETORFWEEEZL Lo TW
5. Thbh, 28 HOMBMIIB T 52K RIREFEOR
WPEDTIRENT WA, —J, D =10,50,100 (28T 5 Fy
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% D = 30,50,100 (2B1F 5 Faog O & 5 ITIRET LR
KB LTWE 2 s, RETEOEMIZL > TH
BT T2560H5. LELEDND, METS—A 112
B A RETEEMALE %\ jDE DSt EBM TH 5
CEERT T ST, MET—A27TH p<0.05
ThbIehd, ZOWRKTICHENZEEE T V.
SaDE IZIRE T2 L7234 (£ 3) T jDE 0¥
HLFARROETH D, FFI2 D =50 TETRTHOTr— X
THREZ M LT 23 L Twa. D = 10,30,50,100 @
NEz4: 28 D 9 5 16, 17, 18, 19 MDA T “+7 & 7%
D, HESEZ D> CTIREFEIMEEEZMEL TS, WL
{ SaDE TH I RTOEEKT, REFEEH R VIGAN
B THDHILERT “—7 BEELLZWV. E5IIE 3D
RIBIRLIZE ), TRTORTHTp<0.05 L% )
BAEKROHFMEELELRONTWE, IRLDFERNS,
INAIR=IRF A=Y DIH %S % JDE 126 L, SaDE #°
BRI RV -7 FTHBTLILE2EZ DL, RETE
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& 3 SaDE LT L2 A L7z SaDE OMEREILEL
Table 3 Comparison of fitness derived from SaDE and SaDE with the proposed

method.
D =10 D =30 D =50 D =100
SaDE ours SaDE ours SaDE ours SaDE ours

F1 3.68E+03 2.85E+03 + | 4.60E4+04 3.64E404 + | 9.45E404 7.28E+04 + | 2.53E4+05 1.97E+405 +
F2 3.66E+07 3.36E+07 ~ | 8.75E+08 7.72E408 4+ | 2.36E409 1.91E+4+09 + | 1.05E+10 8.81E409 +
F3 1.12E+410 9.55E+09 ~ | 4.62E+15 9.41E+14 ~ | 5.37TE4+15 2.34E+15 + | 3.09E+23 2.28E+422 +
F4 4.71E+04 4.82E+04 ~ | 1.50E+05 1.49E+405 ~ | 2.33E405 2.25E+4+05 ~ | 4.98E+05 4.81E405 ~
F5 2.60E+03 1.96E4+03 + | 4.14E404 3.23E+04 + | 8.70E+04 6.47E4+04 + | 2.92E405 2.19E+05 +
F6 2.91E+02 2.28E+02 + | 7.00E4+03 5.26E403 + | 1.23E404 8.52E+03 + | 7.44E+04 5.23E404 +
F7 1.57TE+02 1.45E4+02 + | 2.58E4+04 1.36E+04 + | 4.40E+04 2.06E404 + | 2.02E408 6.37E+07 +
F8 2.07E+01 2.08E+01 ~ | 2.12E401 2.12E401 ~ | 2.13E401 2.13E401 ~ | 2.15E4+01 2.15E+401 ~
F9 1.13E4-01 1.09E4+01 + | 4.49E4+01 4.44E+01 ~ | 8.01E+01 8.00E4+01 ~ | 1.73E402 1.72E+02 ~
F10 5.36E+402 4.18E4+02 + | 6.55E4+03 5.66E+403 + | 1.41E+04 1.14E404 + | 4.24E4+04 3.44E+404 +
F11 1.18E+02 1.08E+02 + | 8.12E+02 6.96E4+02 + | 1.56E4+03 1.29E403 + | 4.27E+03 3.48E+03 +
F12 1.27E+02 1.10E+02 + | 8.28E+02 7.08E+402 + 1.54E403 1.32E+03 + | 4.44E+03 3.52E403 +
F13 1.25E4-02 1.15E402 + | 8.10E402 7.25E+02 + | 1.54E+03 1.31E403 + | 4.39E403  3.59E+03 +
F14 2.13E+03 2.06E4-03 ~ | 8.45E403 8.47E403 ~ | 1.54E404 1.53E404 ~ | 3.41E404 3.41E404 ~
F15 2.17E+03 2.12E403 ~ | 8.88E+03 8.91E+403 ~ | 1.656E4+04 1.63E+04 ~ | 3.41E4+04 3.42E404 ~
F16 2.43E+00 2.42E400 ~ | 4.45E4+00 4.56E+400 ~ | 5.48E400 5.43E+00 ~ | 5.73E4+00 5.65E+400 ~
F17 1.87E4-02 1.48E4+02 + | 1.44E403 1.07E+03 + | 2.99E+03 2.12E403 + | 7.40E403 5.42E+03 +
F18 1.93E4-02 1.58E+4+02 + | 1.43E403 1.07E+03 + | 2.96E+03 2.15E403 + | 7.41E403 5.31E+03 +
F19 1.43E403 6.31E+02 + | 9.11E+05 5.36E4+05 + | 2.55E406 1.07E+06 + | 3.27E+07 1.61E407 +
F20 4.68E4-00 4.62E+00 ~ | 1.50E+01 1.50E401 ~ | 2.50E401 2.50E+01 ~ | 5.00E+01 5.00E401 ~
F21 6.48E+02 5.75E4+02 + | 3.75E4+03 3.15E403 + | 8.06E4+03 6.37TE+03 + | 1.71E4+04 1.36E+404 +
F22 2.43E+03 2.28E+03 + | 9.34E4+03 9.24E+403 ~ | 1.67E404 1.65E+04 ~ | 3.60E4+04 3.59E+404 ~
F23 2.48E+03 2.45E403 ~ | 9.57TE4+03 9.57E+403 ~ | 1.73E404 1.73E+04 ~ | 3.60E4+04 3.62E+404 ~
F24 2.32E402 2.31E402 ~ | 3.46E+4+02 3.38E+02 + | 4.88E4+02 4.67E+402 4+ | 1.20E+03 9.84E+02 +
F25 2.33E+4+02 2.32E402 ~ | 3.56E+4+02 3.44E+02 + | 5.03E402 4.54E+402 4+ | 9.41E+4+02 7.76E+02 +
F26 2.18E+02 2.15E4+02 ~ | 3.63E+02 3.41E+402 + | 5.06E402 5.04E+02 ~ | 7.60E+02 7.51E+402 +
F27 6.89E+02 6.70E+02 + | 1.52E403 1.51E4+03 ~ | 2.59E403 2.53E403 + | 5.66E403 5.39E403 +
F28 1.11E4-03 1.04E403 + | 6.60E403 6.09E+03 + | 1.14E+04 1.03E4+04 + | 3.22E404 2.95E+04 +
METr —A 1 4+/—/~ 16/0/12 17/0/11 18/0/10 19/0/9

Mg — A 21 p value 0.00007775 0.00007643 0.00001306 0.00005129

MHEODRELTIVTY) X LBEROFEREM 2D BEIZd
BWERNED S D LV 5.

JADE ICRETFFEZEM LA (F4) 2BV TD,
-EF LT JADE oz ELTwa. BRIZIE,
D = 10,30, 50,100 DNELZ 14, 13, 17, 16 @O T “+”
Lo Twh, —F, JADEWPEMTHS I L aRd “-7
& D =50,100 CZNZN1, 2SN TVED, BE
T—A2 TEITRTORTEETp<0.05 &%, 2281
DB RECR D L RETHEDPENTH L.

JKIZ, F2 L 3, F 4 TRMEFAMIEIEL 1,000 TH - 72
A%, 2 500, 1,000, 3,000, 10,000 & L7-& & OfE
F—A1OfRE “+/ -/~ TR BEIIRT. @ffkELT
RS N7 SR I 2T & - T b MRS et Iz L L Tw
52N LRETFFEOHFNED IR TE S, D =10,30,50
TIL JDE & SaDE 2MEM TH D Z & Z/RT “— O 0
THY, RTEHA D =100 & L5 THZ0HIE 727
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P1ETH 5. B, HEFEE % 500 125 LcHa
IZBWTH, jDE, SaDE, JADE ICIRETEEZ W25
Bl oL LD, RO ESRSNS. K
JUE D = 100, fEFHMIEI%L 10,000 @ JADE (2B 1 % 5Bk
7= RAEBRWT, RILEA D = 50,100 & H#ENL 72
D =10,30 ® & ZITHART “4” OB TVWDE I Lh
5, MEOMGED LA -7 & SIIRETHEOBMIZ LD
—RBRIRNTH L. A% 3,000 D & & HIREFEL
A L7 AC#EIGE DE 25867 Ch 2 EHAEIZFKTH 5.
R %% % 10,000 £ THEMT 5 &, jDE & SaDE (242
FFREEHWGAIS R T L2 28 it 21~24 O
BT, JADE ICRETFHELXHW-HE13 10~23 HOR
BT b, 2o 112 £ — AH, jJDE T
1395 7 — A, SaDE T3 92 7 — A, JADE Tl 69 7 —
AThb. LIzB->7T, #FFiE% jDE & SaDE, JADE
ICHLAGAT &, REFEIEL % 500 & IR L C  PEAEASH
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R 4 JADE LfRZETFLEZ#EA L7z JADE OMReILE
Table 4 Comparison of fitness derived from JADE and JADE with the proposed

method.
D =10 D =30 D =50 D =100
JADE ours JADE ours JADE ours JADE ours
F1 2.43E+03 1.656E4+03 + | 2.98E4+04 2.58E+04 + | 7.00E+04 5.79E4+04 + | 2.06E405 1.81E+05 +
F2 3.00E+07 2.38E+07 + | 6.11E4+08 5.29E408 + | 1.61E4+09 1.36E+09 + | 6.84E4+09 5.94E+409 +
F3 6.47E+09 4.99E+09 + | 2.82E+13 1.77TE+13 ~ | 2.56E+14 4.38E+13 + | 7.74E+21 2.69E+21 +
F4 3.98E+04 3.89E+04 ~ | 1.36E+05 1.31E405 ~ | 2.10E405 2.09E+05 ~ | 4.55E+05 4.16E405 +
F5 1.47E+03 1.18E+403 + | 2.44E+04 2.04E+404 + | 5.69E+04 4.39E+04 + | 2.02E+05 1.67TE+05 +
F6 1.52E4-02 1.35E4+02 ~ | 3.29E403 2.80E+03 + | 7.30E+03 5.63E4+03 + | 5.32E404 4.46E+04 +
F7 1.13E+02 1.06E402 ~ | 3.14E+03 2.59E403 ~ | 7.71E+03 4.85E+03 4+ | 2.93E+07 1.66E+07 +
F8 2.07E+401 2.07E401 ~ | 2.12E401 2.12E401 ~ | 2.13E401 2.13E401 ~ | 2.15E401 2.15E401 ~
F9 1.13E4-01 1.10E401 ~ | 4.45E4+01 4.44E+01 ~ | 7.98E+01 7.97E+4+01 ~ | 1.71E402 1.71E+02 ~
F10 3.29E+02 2.56E+02 + | 4.57TE4+03 3.74E+403 + | 1.04E404 8.37TE+03 + | 3.25E4+04 2.82E+404 +
F11 9.73E+01 8.69E+01 + | 6.15E+02 5.55E402 + | 1.27E403 1.13E+4+03 + | 3.50E+03 3.14E+403 +
F12 1.00E+02 9.28E+01 + | 6.53E+02 5.85E4+02 + | 1.26E403 1.11E+4+03 + | 3.59E+03 3.21E+403 +
F13 9.64E+01 9.65E+01 ~ | 6.53E+02 5.84E4+02 4+ | 1.28E403 1.11E+4+03 + | 3.71E+03 3.19E403 +
F14 1.95E+03 1.98E403 ~ | 8.42E+03 8.39E+403 ~ | 1.52E+04 1.51E+04 ~ | 3.37TE+04 3.38E+04 ~

F15 2.12E+03 2.10E+03 ~ | 8.89E+03 8.88E+03 ~ | 1.64E4+04 1.62E+04 ~ | 3.40E+04 3.40E+04 ~
F16 2.49E+00 2.53E+00 ~ | 4.39E+00 4.43E400 ~ | 5.41E400 5.56E+00 ~ | 5.74E4+00 5.80E+400 ~
F17 1.53E4-02 1.33E402 + | 1.10E403  9.65E+02 + | 2.46E+03 2.08E4-03 + | 6.61E403 5.64E+03 +

F18 1.49E4-02 1.34E402 + | 1.11E403  9.54E+02 + | 2.49E+03 2.05E403 + | 6.56E403 5.57E+03 +
F19 1.79E4-02 1.03E4-02 + | 2.03E405 1.22E+05 + | 9.75E+05 4.65E405 + | 1.656E407 1.11E4+07 +
F20 4.55E4-00 4.39E400 4+ | 1.50E4+01 1.50E401 ~ | 2.50E401 2.50E+01 + | 5.00E+01 5.00E+01 ~
F21 5.71E+02 5.32E+02 + | 3.23E+03 2.93E+03 + | 6.95E4+03 6.14E+03 + | 1.57E+04 1.33E+04 +

F22 2.23E+03 2.18E+03 ~ | 9.15E+03  9.12E+4+03 ~ | 1.64E4+04 1.64E+04 ~ | 3.56E+04 3.57TE+04 ~
F23 2.46E+03 2.47E+03 ~ | 9.51E4+03  9.50E+403 ~ | 1.73E404 1.72E+04 ~ | 3.61E4+04 3.60E+404 ~
F24 2.30E+02 2.30E+02 ~ | 3.30E4+02 3.30E402 ~ | 4.43E4+02 4.45E+02 ~ | 8.80E4+02 9.52E402 —

F25 2.30E+02 2.30E4+02 ~ | 3.48E4+02 3.48E+02 ~ | 4.82E+02 4.89E4+02 — | 8.91E4+02 9.25E+02 —
F26 2.25E4+02 2.20E402 ~ | 3.57E402 3.43E+02 ~ | 5.01E+02 4.95E4+02 + | 7.40E4+02 7.40E+02 ~
F27 6.50E+02 6.39E4+02 + | 1.46E+03 1.46E+03 ~ | 2.45E+03 2.43E+03 ~ | 5.13E+03 5.14E+03 ~
F28 1.02E+03 9.54E+02 + | 5.35E4+03  5.01E+03 + | 9.41E+03 8.67TE+03 + | 2.84E+04 2.57E+04 +
METr —A 1 4+/—/~ 14/0/14 13/0/15 17/1/10 16/2/10
Mg — A 2 0 p value 0.0002527 0.00003291 0.00004313 0.0004418

# 5 jDE, SaDE, JADE L& %&F- % @M L7: jDE, SaDE, JADE & ®Z 1219 Wilcoxon
DI NARBE DRGSR (+/ — ) ~)
Table 5 Results of Wilcoxon’s signed-rank test between jDE, SaDE, JADE, and jDE,
SaDE, and JADE with the proposed method, respectively (+/ — / ~).

D 10 30 50 100
ML | vs jDE  vs SaDE vs JADE | vs jDE  vs SaDE vs JADE| vs jDE vs SaDE vs JADE | vs jDE vs SaDE vs JADE
500 1/0/27 6/0/22 7/0/21 | 7/0/21 12/0/16 7/1/20 |12/0/16 12/0/16 10/1/17 |12/0/16 14/0/14 10/ 3/15

1,000 7/0/21 16/0/12 14/0/14 |10/0/18 17/0/11 13/0/15 |16/0/12 18/0/10 17/1/10 |17/0/11 19/0/ 9 16/ 2/10
3,000 |17/0/11 20/0/ 8 22/0/ 6 |18/0/10 22/0/ 6 21/0/ 7|20/0/ 8 21/0/ 7 21/1/ 6 |22/1/ 5 21/0/ 7 21/ 0/ 7
10,000 |24/0/ 4 24/0/ 4 20/0/ 8 |24/0/ 4 24/0/ 4 23/2/ 3 |24/0/ 4 23/0/ 5 16/6/ 6 |23/0/ 5 21/0/ 7 10/12/ 6

L, 10,000 ¥ CHAT 2 L D = 10,30,50,100 D% { DX FHEOENIEDTERTE 5.
TET “47 OFAHTEZ I, IREFEOGIEATED

TX5. 6. FH
%8B, TRTOBEEIZBWTREROFIMEIZ 0 & 72 5. 6.1 FRESDZHEMEON
RETFF: 7% & I BT S o fF O FEME 2 S K RETHETIR, FEEORLERA =X 2LV HO%

& CTEHES A 7%, K LA aE L72RHIliE o b & THR%E MO TZIHT LI L2 ER LTV, ZOMEE
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Fig. 1 Scatter diagram of population of jDE, SaDE, and jDE and SaDE with the pro-

posed method on F1 (D = 100).

BEE S 272012, KETIEJDE, SaDE % & NICRE T
DA L 72 A A N D8R 53 A & g EFA 0144 500, 1,000,
3,000, 10,000 [l Z & IZHELT 5. BARIYITIE, HEPER
# F1 (Sphere Function, D = 100) & ZI&M%:0 & B
F28 (Composition Function 8, D = 100) IZBWT, £F
EH R L 72 lR % t-SNE T 2 RICI2518 L 204 X %
TnEenE 1 &E 2 1IRT. B, HHO ours 13 jJDE &
SaDE 12 ETFE % ZNENMARA LT EZRT

M 10Dd) & g) BT, FLICBWTIRETEAER L
724413 jDE & SaDE L RRREOS#HH 5. —)T,
FXO d) R g) \TRT & )12, FaFmEEDH 2z 5 L
FREOMEGOLHE IR T I 2EMICH L. LirL, H
B TH D F1IZBWT, I OMEMIIIEREMRE
T5)ZTEUTHAL, 72, M2 DT RTOMIZIRT X
I, REFEVER L 72RESL JDE B £ U SaDE &
FREOSEDRH L. DEXY, L wBEFmEEic B0
BHIETEREB FL &, SO SHBE F28 I2B W TIRE
FHEIBOLHFEOBE T ZHHITETNE I LD Gh 5.
B, MOERT — 2BV THRBOMENIHERATE T
w5,

6.2 FERRBOHIKZTHLWVEE EDER

4.3 HICBW TR/ & 912, FIRERHOHIKD 729, 7
ET TSI ES LM L ko 7Ly 3 X 2
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BROARFRE L. 22T, TXRTOMKIZONVTT
T ALK R TREET T8t L o 7T, HRE L
HIFMRED L) IZELTH 02 EHET A, |61, HE
KHE 0.05 O F T Friedman #5E # 17> 2B 7z, 4
MIRE D PINERL % 7r 9. F 72, Friedman E TW ity
OTFEMICEEEN RO L 21, FHRMEE LTTH
Wilcoxon OfF 5 IEA AR E#E 5 % Holm 5 THi#E L 727212,
BEAVPRONIMAER T IORT. 22T, £6 L£T
I2BWTC, ours (F) 13 5 ETHWAZRETH Y, MEHIC
KM L7 TN T) X LK E T 5 ke &£T.
ours (B) 3T XTOMAEDO TV T) X LREKZRES 55
ha T,

JDE T EFAL 1%L 500 72 &8 2 FFAM Bl 2L A5 R &
72 AEICBWTIE, ours (E) 2% ours (F) & 0 Ry W
PEREZHEM L TBY, %BH02 DE I LTEMTHAS.
g, EETT VT XL OFHRE LT ours (E)
7%, ours (F) X ) L L OFEERAT) 720, FRIZDHWEE
R TIE L V@7V T) LA AETE TV S
borEZOND. — T, MEFGREKIBEZ 5 L ours
(F) OBFAHETVE L TORENFB &, 728 21E, R
¥ D = 10,30 (2BF 5 BEFHiE % 10,000 Tld ours (F) A%
ours (E) IZAf LENL TV 5.

—7Jj, SaDE Tldafhk& L THMEHRBIEDO AT IV T)
X LR DOFAEZAT ) ours (F) 25E W IEREZ B L Tw
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jDE -ours jDE -ours jDE -ours jDE -ours
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Fig. 2 Scatter diagram of population of jDE, SaDE, and jDE and SaDE with the pro-
posed method on F28 (D = 100).
& 6 jDE, SaDE, JADE tf#%EFL%#M L7z jDE, SaDE, JADE [ZBWTT VT X
LA D FTHFEAPE 2 LT L 72 & & O FIYNARL F R
Table 6 Comparison of the mean rankings of jDE, SaDE, JADE, and jDE, SaDE,
and JADE with the proposed method, changing the frequency of algorithm
configuration control.
D 10 30 50 100
A% | jDE  ours (F) ours (E) | jDE  ours (F) ours (E) | jDE ours (F) ours (E) | jDE ours (F) ours (E)
500 2.286 2.036 1.679 2.536 1.679 1.786 2.643 1.732 1.625 2.786 1.643 1.571
1,000 2.500 1.821 1.679 2.750 1.714 1.536 2.571 1.714 1.714 2.607 1.607 1.786
3,000 2.786 1.571 1.643 2.893 1.679 1.429 2.821 1.536 1.643 2.786 1.643 1.571
10,000 2.893 1.357 1.750 2.857 1.321 1.821 2.786 1.571 1.643 2.893 1.393 1.714
T %L | SaDE  ours (F) ours (E) | SaDE  ours (F) ours (E) | SaDE ours (F) ours (E) | SaDE ours (F) ours (E)
500 2.571 1.714 1.714 2.518 1.714 1.768 2.679 1.607 1.714 2.679 1.571 1.750
1,000 2.714 1.679 1.607 2.679 1.571 1.750 2.821 1.321 1.857 2.714 1.393 1.893
3,000 2.786 1.357 1.857 2.857 1.143 2.000 2.821 1.357 1.821 2.750 1.214 2.036
10,000 2.857 1.214 1.929 2.964 1.179 1.857 2.821 1.393 1.786 2.714 1.643 1.643
T %L | JADE  ours (F) ours (E) | JADE ours (F) ours (E) | JADE ours (F) ours (E) | JADE ours (F) ours (E)
500 2.607 1.679 1.714 2.375 1.964 1.661 2.536 1.714 1.750 2.429 1.893 1.679
1,000 2.750 1.500 1.750 2.679 1.536 1.786 2.571 1.607 1.821 2.643 1.607 1.750
3,000 2.714 1.464 1.821 2.786 1.393 1.821 2.679 1.357 1.964 2.643 1.679 1.679
10,000 2.714 1.321 1.964 2.786 1.571 1.643 2.571 1.857 1.571 1.964 2.214 1.821
. ZhUE, TV XL E T LT v L, SaDE 3fFHEFOMIIE % b L ISHERS &

$THDEDT Y FAERICEAHEAMET VI,
RO E2FELTH > 7)) v 745 SaDE ORI
B CBREFHET IV, FREFRBEED AR T IV T1) X 4
R 2 THET 5 WAHIG LWITREEZ R L Tnh, 20

Sty

X JE
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# 7 jDE, SaDE, JADE (ZEFE4#M L7 jDE, SaDE, JADE BV T 7L T X
LAMEBLOFAEHE A LT L2 & EOIBIZ B 2 H il
Table 7 Significant difference detection pairs in comparison between jDE, SaDE,
JADE, and jDE, SaDE, and JADE with the proposed method, changing the
frequency of algorithm configuration control.
e fif Il 4% D =10 D =30 D =50 D =100
500 (E)-j (E)-j (E) -j, (F) -] (E) -j, (F) -]
1,000 (E) - (E) -5, (F) -] (E) -j, (F) -] (E) -j, (F) -]
3,000 (E) -5, (F) -] (E) -J, (F) - (E) -J, (F) -] (E) -J, (F) -]
10,000 (E)-F), E)-j F)-j | E)-F),E)-] (F) (E)-j, (F) -] (E) -j, (F) -]
500 (E)-s, (F)-S (E) - S, (F) - (E)-S, (F)-S (E)-S, (F)-S
1,000 (E)-8,(F)-5 (E) -8, (F) - (E)- (), (E)-8, F)-5 | (E)-(F),(E)-S,(F)-S
3,000 (E) - (F), (E) - S: (F)-S | (E)- (F), (E) -5, (F) S| (E)-(F),(E)-S,EF) -5 | (E)-F),E)-S F)-S
10,000 (E) - (F), ( )-S, (F) -5 | (B)-(F), (E)-S, (F)-S (E)-S, (F)-5S (E)-S, (F)-58
500 (E)-J,(F)-J (E)-J (B)-J, (F)-J (B)-J, (F)-J
1,000 (E)-J, (F)-J (B)-J, (F)-J (E) - (F), (B) - J, (F) - J (B)-J, (F)-J
3,000 (E) - (F), (E) - J, (F) - J | (B) - (F), (E) - J, (F) - J | (E)-(F), (E)-J,(F)-J (E)-J, (F)-J
10,000 (E)- (F), (E)-J,(F)-J (E)-J,(F)-J (E)-J -
FEEMICELH, j: jDE, S: SaDE, J: JADE, (E): ours (E), (F): ours (F)
# 8 jDE, SaDE, JADE L ZT#4#M L7 jDE, SaDE, JADE O&FEE7 —ATO
SFFEATRERI LR (AL #)
Table 8 Comparison of the execution time of jDE, SaDE, JADE, and jDE, SaDE,
and JADE with the proposed method, changing the frequency of algorithm
configuration control (in seconds).
D 10 30 50 100
fEFEE% | jDE  ours (F) ours (E) | jDE  ours (F) ours (E) | jDE ours (F) ours (E) | jDE ours (F) ours (E)
500 3.297 2.612 3.278 4.890 5.663 7.045 6.796 8.901 11.27 10.18 15.42 19.69
1,000 6.736 5.861 7.499 9.938 13.04 15.96 13.83 20.14 25.59 20.98 34.52 43.29
3,000 19.21 19.91 23.56 29.39 45.79 49.72 40.95 68.56 78.88 64.04 110.7 131.6
10,000 63.09 72.26 79.10 100.4 163.8 163.5 136.6 248.9 260.9 214.8 411.3 437.7
fFEFEiE %L | SaDE  ours (F) ours (E) | SaDE  ours (F) ours (E) | SaDE ours (F) ours (E) | SaDE ours (F) ours (E)
500 1.085 1.908 2.939 2.097 3.543 5.649 3.103 4.888 8.367 5.635 8.639 14.95
1,000 2.236 4.313 7.096 4.370 8.970 13.82 6.478 12.26 20.52 11.77 22.26 36.71
3,000 6.576 13.26 22.81 13.38 29.76 46.16 19.92 38.82 68.33 36.49 76.55 122.6
10,000 22.87 44.01 84.88 44.98 97.83 170.3 66.72 130.8 257.4 122.3 263.2 470.7
fEEFHfiE %L | JADE  ours (F) ours (E) | JADE ours (F) ours (E) | JADE ours (F) ours (E) | JADE ours (F) ours (E)
500 0.809 1.219 1.973 1.632 2.396 3.554 2.453 3.552 5.161 4.384 6.489 9.227
1,000 1.683 3.011 4.782 3.342 5.989 8.764 5.011 8.484 12.78 9.075 16.59 22.77
3,000 5.023 11.19 16.12 10.14 18.93 30.08 15.29 25.49 44.11 27.82 53.57 79.15
10,000 16.70 35.71 58.03 B389 56.53 111.4 51.05 81.14 166.4 93.54 180.7 306.2

DWHEEMIERE LTHEAONL I EIC

bz, BETF

EDOERIMGEE & 12 7% > TRHERIYZE VTV 5 2 L HMERR
TEh. L2Lads, £7 OBEHR
ours (E) 13 &5 5 ) SaDE 129 X THaHIZERTH 572
O, MFEOEL L ZHWTORELZ LT 5.

JADE Tl
WE L7 e

RTIE, ours (F) &

, KILH D = 100 22 aFAf R £ 10,000 % 12
ZBRVICTRTOERT - AZBWT,

ours

(F) Lows (BE) 065 bR ZAI EL TS, &b, £7
Y, RICE D = 100 D FEFHE % 10,000 DFEER T —
BV THEESHRE SNHIE W L5, JADE
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& oours(F), ours(BE) AT AUREAENLTWA. £

72, 6 OMENT Lo E A A L, KLl D =10 &
v & Z 121 ours(F) 25\ OIBAL &35 L T b D123t L,
RICELDEEINS % £ 15412 ours(E) DNEM AR IZEE T

. Ih&Y, BERBOMENHEHMAYT S JADE 2B L
TIE, BRITIC L W REOMD EN LT > 7286, $XT
DA D\ THFTRGEE & FHE 2479 7 A% W IEee & B
T5HIENGHTD

KIZ, ours (E) 2°5 ours (F)
i [A] D WA R % fERE A

ICEETHZ LIZL B
. BARRYIZIE,

k!
£ R IIRT X
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R 9 JDE (JIRETEZ MM L 72BEOIEREE R YN X 2 I NEAT

Table 9 Comparison of the mean rankings of criteria individual selection strategies for

JDE with the proposed method.

D 10 30 50 100
FEAGIEEL | rand  greedy p-best e-greedy | rand greedy p-best e-greedy | rand greedy p-best e-greedy | rand greedy p-best e-greedy
500 2.393 3.000 2.429 2.179 |2.875 2.411 2.411 2.304 |2.661 2.429 2.554 2.357 |2.661 2.554 2.482 2.304
1,000 [2.571 2.500 2.393 2.536 [2.964 2.036 2.714 2.286 |2.304 2.429 2.482 2.786 |2.518 2.482 2.554 2.446
3,000 |2.929 2.214 2.786 2.071 |2.964 2.357 2.679 2.000 [3.000 2.071 2.429 2.500 |2.875 2.268 2.946 1.911
10,000 |3.143 2.036 2.857 1.964 |3.393 1.714 2.821 2.071 |3.500 1.857 2.607 2.036 [3.196 1.732 2.804 2.268

* 10 JDE [ZREFLELZHH L 7B FLHEE A OEIEIE1Z X 2 B BT 5 47 B Em A

Table 10 Significant difference detection pairs in comparison between criteria individ-

ual selection strategies for jDE with the proposed method.

FHfi% | D =10 D =30 D =50 D =100
500 e-g - - -
1,000 - g-r - -
3,000 — e-r g-r —
10,000 e-r e-p,e-r,g-p,g-r | e-r,g-r,p-r | g-p,g-r

TEENAIZECH, 1 rand, g: greedy, p: p-best, e: e-greedy

912, intel(R) Core(TM) i7-9700 (3.0 GHz) ® CPU 28
V%4 28 BAEL ORISR & ROt $k D = 10, 30, 50, 100
TEICBT 5.

#8 LV, REFEOETHMITEL 2 2MHETNICH 5.
ours (F) 22KICH D = 10 THFEFAIEI %L 500, 1,000 Tz
LTWwBEKE LTI, ours (F) 75 B H 2B o & i 45
o Cnh 7w, —EMFETINEAT) jJDE &1 Ak
BICHR o TWAIENEZLNDL, 2F 0, BEIICERD
L7z & AT O 70 T X 24§ AT R RIS
MIBLWEL, ThEs| & LedhiE7TIra) XA
R D FIRGE & B OB AE b .

F72, BHREREICOWTH R T & ITH EAKEE 0.05 O
TC Friedman BU€ 217V, FEMOERME LT 72, M
ERERE LTI, £ 8 ICHIL 723 N COMEHIliIEI B
WTEMTHESE B S, £ 8 LF LIEMAE 5N
7z, L72255 7T, ours (F) & ours (E) & 7z & S 13547
BERIEHIR S T2 2 e %525, — 5T, HERINFEST
BRI A5 ours (F) 3 jDE % SaDE, JADE (2 H~#uiE
R 2 R OFTEREF 20 > T D, L LAe2s, RET
IR & N fREFAMIE E CHERE 2 1M L L CB Y, RIS
RO »h 5 EetE I A b 2ol LR i CBRICiE, 2
OREMIIEM SN L LEZ BN,

6.3 EEEFDFRIREEE

422 HIZBWT, 7TV ITY X LREROFFMGEEE § 5 H
DFHEMER xf ZBUEDRES P ICBIT 2 EMEKE L7
(greedy #Mg). Z 2 TIE, FEMEMER O ZIEME D3 T
DiBALHEREICE D &) BB E 52 520 % jDE %112
FET B, AT 5 AMERAR O EIEIG T 4.2.2 T
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RL74ADTHAH., TOMOEREMT s BERLE L,
p-best HlE R e-greedy BHED/INT X —F X p=€e=02 &k
T 5. 155 N7z HEEICK L Tt Friedman M52 %47\, &
N TLRRDREREZIT) .

& 9 (T FHIENL, 3T 10 (C Holm 58 F 2 1A HkHE
0.05 THEAENHONMEIRT. &b, REFEIT
THETAE% S - TIDE X ) B FEIHNERL %5 LT
W3 ZEns, iDEEERLBH L. £ 9 IZONT,
WIETH Y %h5, D =50, MEHIiEE 1,000 T kie
ZEML TS, COMHELT, DEOTLVITY XLH
RDSIETLE NN TR Z R L, Il 2 AR AV E R S v
2Nz R OBUERE T 2720, —EMRTEHVIERE
T RS H A L EZ L NA. SR, B
DI RAARO B ER T S8 2 ¥ 728 % greedy ¥k
WS ERE & EI 5 5. — /T, e-greedy #gDNELL b
BV EDS, ZIEWRE L & TIESR R R IREL L
T, RZ2 TR LTIV T) X LD LR % 1R 5
CEBEEIILHLHEMTE L, LrLedrs, 10120
RoNDLHIEL L DFERr —ATHEEPAONT, A
B HALTIE greedy Bl R e-greedy WIEH AL T H
5. ZZT, p-best BMER e-greedy WM& & greedy g % M
BL7-E &, p-best HBER e-greedy HlE TITIREF LD
AN=ING A= FNR1OHMT L2120 b. Lizh-
T, jDE 205 OMEREM L & v ) FCIRIEARMIZ I & o JLHE
TEAEIERE 2 L CO REAERETZVLDOD, NA
IN=INT A =T BOBUTN B L, greedy ¥BEDS e-greedy ¥
MEL Db RVRIBIIRD 9 5.
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Ep] EVHBEEICEE Lz, BRI, HO#EISE
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B ACECR DE ICEAREZR 7L —2 7T — 7 2L L
7o, METFIEBRICH L AKT 20112, HO#EBA DE
DFFENHNY 7 T X LGB & AR T 5. fit
T, BRBANORIREDONA T A% 5.2 57 VT X 4
Bz 1 DI L7251, T2 O TEROMARE1T
J. FEBRTIE, REFET HCHEHLE DE OREFETH
% iDE & SaDE, JADE IZfl&iAtr 2 & C, $5:12 500 205
1,000 OfFFEMEI I BV T, R LA -5 ¢
V74 HER L oo bERE I LT 5 2 L 2R L7,
L72h- T, #EkoHC#EIBE DE AT AR 21T
9 7o O\ fEEHM I A K ICIHE L CWweolad L, =%
FHUIFATEERRAY 70 P R 2 R0 L CRAM [0 54 % Hl 9k
T%5%. ZhuE, HOCHEEE DE SRS EL T 5ERE T
A N i bFEO L9 RMEICE LT, REFENE
MTEX2WEENEZRTLDOTHS.

LSHOBELE LTE, REFETHZIEASI NS
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