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Multimodal function optimization based on DE algorithm
of probabilistic evaluation mechanism

WANG Zijia', ZHAN Zhihui’

(1. School of Computer Science and Cyber Engineering, Guangzhou University, Guangzhou 510006, China; 2. School of Computer
Science and Engineering, South China University of Technology, Guangzhou 510006, China)

Abstract: Multimodal optimization problems (MMOPs) require algorithms to simultaneously determine multiple global
optima. Recently, evolutionary algorithms (EAs) have been widely used to solve MMOPs. However, there is still a great
challenge for EAs to determine multiple global optima within very limited fitness evaluation (FE) times. To solve the
inefficient FE, this paper proposes a multimodal function optimization algorithm based on the differential evolution
algorithm of the probabilistic evaluation mechanism for solving MMOPs. In this algorithm, each individual will
be assigned with the two-level FE probability according to its historical update experience to determine whether it
needs to be evaluated. The experimental results show that the probabilistic evaluation mechanism can reduce FE times
for the proposed algorithm and increase its iterative process, and its effect is much better than that of other mainstream
mechanisms.

Keywords: multimodal function optimization; global optima; evolutionary algorithm; two-level fitness evaluation prob-
ability; selective evaluation; differential evolution algorithm; historical update experience; high-efficiency fitness evalu-
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VLA — R 45 B R 0T RE 2 b A 2] 24
TN BEZE MY FR y Z WA, SR fF 2
WALk ) BB AR Z 50 Pras Ab o 40 2R 6 [A] i 4
B — AL BRI R Z2 A S U, iR 2 Fh oy =X
K ORFE RGN B ANERE . G H A A m A K
SE R B 25 Te vk SEER, mT LAAR R b D) 3 2] 55
— A o

AR DRI T AR A AR L, A
AR A, TE R 22 VA8 P Ak Tn) 3 b B A WS T
PL e SR, A% S0 0 T8 A B AN A 5K [
) — DA . TRk Z I AE LA R A, B 32
T I AR /N A BT SR Tl e A A R R
15y R Z AT FhEE, 40 Crowding!™ | Speciation'®
Y Hill-valley™ % . {HJ2, BUA 1/NESE
FEWERT T F /N ESE S BRI EUR, VLR
TR R S B HER M, SRR SR IR IRAG
JEE Z ] L, THAE T R i Y3 (R DAl U8R
(fitness evaluations, FEs).

TEFRATSe AT & % F IEEE Transactions on Cy-
bernetics FIF 5T H P, HEH T — Bl [ 35 B 40 A6 A
1109 2 7 34k 581 (adaptive estimation distribution
distributed differential evolution, AED-DDE), & 15 4%
T —Fh BT A 38 0 43 A /1T (adaptive estima-
tion distribution, AED) I J6 5 B/ N A 5% He s, If-4i2
H TR SRy 8 ML (probabilistic local search,
PLS) K4 T PR KG 2 . AED-DDE ikt £
WEAE LA )8 1 2 22 S T ARG By SE g R . 4R
1T, AR far 26 AR FEA PR B4 38 7 (B P4k vk iy 4R 21 1)
B 242 Jm AL, K98 AED-DDE L) K H
Pl A B o T E R Pk . an sk ar DL A
PRI Py L TR 2 0, XA R AT R B PE VAL 9
DB IE AT AR v T A B A PR A BA
P AR A = | B e A SN o A=

AR CHETF Z R AED-DDE ) TAE, df— 4
T HER AL L (probabilistic evaluation, PE), Jf¥
X AL N 7E AED-DDE 8.3k, %4 PEDE,
£ PEDE Bk, B4R 2338 1 Iy s 28 50 ) 2
>, BT A — )2 B 38 (IS R, IR TE X
AR IE R T 50 )2 B8 DAE A AR
AR AL R S AR I TR A L2 3 I
VEAGTAE R AT BE B TEAN o PP Al AR A
AR 305 0 AL, (] B2 >0 3 A4S BB o AR R R AR 1 B
R 35 I TP A7k ABE 238 5 T AR B DA A9 A D) AR
PAZAARI Ty 2 2 58 HEA TR T B o 38 RIS
N ABPEASHLEL, 7T LT 48 FEs K38 553k g 2 4L
UOER, DT B T8 SR foRG B o TR, 3 O AR

PEAR B, v LLFE 42 2] BRI DG st 256,
Ty (BRI 2R

1E 2 W A8 Ak ik 5 TEEE CEC 2013 /5L
IR 2E R Won, A H T A 206 (E L5 %, PEDE
BERUS T A SR R . R, R R4
ML R 2 T HoAb 3k T DE A9 £ 06 (1 b 550 0%
o, SRR RCR AT T —E T

1 #xITAE

L1 ES5#AEZE

2247 AL : (differential evolution, DE) ¢ %)
JE /i Storn il Price $#2 . gl i BRI AN A Z
) () 22 SR AL BF AR B9 48 &R U7 ] . DE Bk AE ik
it FE A AR S L 28 S R AR RRAE, Bk UL

1) A5

ER—rh, BN E X RO BiR i &, B
L RERAE AT A MRS v, 3ME
FHA AR 5 5w an = (1D)~(3) PR

DE/rand/1:
vi=x,+F(x, - x,) (1)
DE/best/1:
Vi = Xpegrg + F (X, ~ X)) 2)
DE/current-to-best/1;
Vi =X+ F(Xpeq ~ %)+ F(x,, ~ X,,) (3)

Hod, ror Mlr & 3 NAFE{L, 2, -+, N} 2E
B (VACRFIRERLALD), IF HARS i AR BOR &
B 2 — I SSEU A S8 R BOR 22 93 1)
NN G = s 11118 A ST VA (5853 S % N

2) &L X

e S AF G, DE S H SE M X, fiE A &
AR S ) i v, AT oA AR, Sk AR IR
i u, WX (4) Prs:

rand < CR B j = jiana

Vijgs
Uijg = {x,-,,-,g, i 4)
HA, Jong A2 {1, 2, o+, DY — S BEHLEE B (D 18
F M EAE R, HR GRS ) & u, 200 —4E4
[T x,c S50 CR & UHER, ok bk i 5 )
i ou, WA S W) v, B4R AR L)

3)

R T FIW I ) 1w, 2 S ] DAE AT —AR,
I 1] i w, 25 x BEAT LR . LA B
U3 N AE B SR EACE —AR . Bilan, XFF—A
PN A EETE ST E R S VAN R NS NI
—AX, =k (5) Fiw:

Uig,  fluig) > f(xig)
Xigr1 = {X,-,g, oAl (5)
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Herpr fixe) by 7 AE PEAG PRER

I 76 Z 503 F DE (1) Z WAL 50k, 3%
A5 R A 3 B PR AE R W B ) i w, S w,
AT AN o HEAT FL R, B AT 38 N A AR
AT —1t, =k (6) Frr:

{u ig»
X =

Jig+1

Xjgs

12 ZIgEEMRLEZE

TE SR i 22 VAR Ak TR) R v, e 3 O i) JEVAEL (i
/N B A, K A R R 4 S A
THAPRE, TSR ) 25 TR R A — A B
2% SRR, i Crowding'™ | Speciation'® | B
U Hill-valley™ %5, (H 2, A H/N B3
WEXTE A4 B /NS SRR R UK, LR T
PETERNEER o3 0 HERA 2, BT R A IR IRAG
i Z (/) E) 5, JHAE T R A Y FEs,

B F/NABE R W, Zhang S5 BT —Fp 3L
TR TR RIS A (1) /AR SRR HIR I/ NE B s AT
AR RIHEE A E . Zhao PR T TR
W AAEB A B NESR R, IR T —F S 2A
I Y DE ¥k, Chen %P7 %4t 7 —Fp 3t T4
TR By o3 A HESE, 78 5K FE B ™ Az kg #2014
FIE N EBE . Wang 255 B3 T —Fh 3 T &/
Az R AR AR B 22 4 AR, TR AR R
L R P 2 )R (5 B AR S B . b, Wang
PR T — AT AP BN LS /N EEEH
AR, TE®ESR T /AR 5 2 BOCURR RS Y [ I A e 2
T FEs B{H#E -

Br T WF90/INE B SR N, VF Z0F 90 N D 24
LR 1 AR S SR W R B T 2 W E AR AL BB PR e
Biswas %48 1 T 5T RS B 0L ) DE
B (local information DE, LoICDE Fl LoISDE),
[l B, Biswas 451 #E— 254 H T 56 F 4R BE AIAL
0B DE 832 (parent-centric normalized muta-
tion with proximity-based crowding DE, PNPCDE),
FE5F AR JE 15 B . Wang 25857 U4 x) 22
WEAH LA ) R b B e B, R T — A AT
AP RFE MR IR FEEAERAR

¥ T DE, i 1R 2 i Ak 551 AR OK fif 2 16 E
DAk, ian, 7E3CHR [31] Hr, BT RN/ MESE
FORGEN FHTE T o Aifiit Bk, iz A ik 2
WA 43 A A 318895 (locally multimodal estimation of
distribution algorithm, LMCEDA #1 LMSEDA),

AN, WA —Lef 58 N DL E i 2 B bRk
TR A 75 1 R i 2 WA A AR 1) B, Wang 4557 3%
T T o R 0 3 4y =X, TE R 4E T BT

ig j,g)
QZ& )> f(x ©)

TS TAR PSR B AR, FEFRZ N (multiobject-
ive optimization for multimodal optimization prob-
lem, MOMMOP),
1.3 AED-DDE
13.1 AT AED #9 A& R A ATFA
AED-DDE 535 4R i T — M3 T AED 1) H i
WIS NEBTHOR, B R E — A iE A%
ARA B W/ NEBE RN, IFIE B — A/ NESER T
TR . BRRUL, N x, 28
FEEFEIE B LMK IR 19 3 A MASKRIE B — 4
IR /N AR B (A X, TG /DA 58 R/ M, B
Hh3). A, LR AR A T/ N B
o3 . /NAEBE N, B3l T D, s (7) Bros:

1 &
YR
1 &
0= ﬁ Z (xk,j_ﬂi,j)2

Kb p, Moo, RoOR/INAESE N, 14 48 B S8 (8 A7
25, FmR/NEBE NS K AR M, R
BN, RN (A M =3) .
TEAG T 58 /NESE N, 5340 D, J5, AED i
10 [ p30, R H W — 1> 25 7 AR 2 5 1T LA 53
i D, Ao Bk SR R B A x5 4T ST
AR xR xR BEVE AEVE T g3,
g WHRAE X R REIEAE T p3e, P, Xk
EURE AR xS B AR X BT . X RE, AN
xS INEBE N, HEBR, NS N, SRR
/N M=3, DT 3 B 158 3 AL
T3 A SR AN A ™ VR AEVE Bl w3, T, N B
N, BN ML, 5B AR A BN A 8 N,
Rk gk sl AC(7) SR E B AL T NVESE N,
W53 Do Z 5, Bikgk 8ok B I &K x, 5
S™T AR JE S AT LB A A D, il A . A L
W, ERVNER RN R 1k 58
BT AED [/ Az 55 5 w9 B A RS Gn 5 vk
1 iR
BE1 T AED /MRS HOR
For FRf A () 5~ A x5
PEPRIE B AMA x, f it 19 3 MR TE A%
— IR /NESE NN X BRI IR /N SR
KN M, 15
i = (7) kAl T/ NVESE N, 99345 D
While (true);
If B B AN x, B 5 (M+1)" 1A
TEAEVE [ pA3e, 5

Hij=
(7
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W B S A x, T 5 (MA1)" A End If
RIMA/NESE N, End If
M=M+1; End For
AL (7) kAl TNV N /Y . . . .
4314 D 2 MEEIF Ay = o3t L F % (PEDE)
Else AED-DDE %3 75 2 W {1t A 1) 5 | . 22 it
Break; T AAF 0 905 AL SR, 2 HAT PR3 1
EndIf EEFA YA, AED-DDE B PERES 44 1T 1A
ind While — PR A SCHR Y PEDE B335 T 2 AT BT
End For

23 T AED /MESRE ARG, B
BN A EA BB/ N AT RN, I E 35 5
B WA /NS o AR /N A B P ] 2Rk 4k,
AT HEAS DE 557k 48 S F 58 SCERAE R A5 21K 50
] #5752 (6) AT IEHE#RAE
132 AT PLS ¢4 A3 dg kK

ST HE— 2 HE R A R R, S ORG B R
| [r) ) BT A 4 Jmy e DA, SREE B ) 7 Ak 3 S
2R £ K (probabilistic local search, PLS),

TE PLS H, ki FH 1 5 T B 2 A B R
FREOR, =X (8) Pios:

Xpew = N(x,07) (3

T2 X0 SR 8 T A0 ZE A e JE LT R A 1 1

s w3 A N(x, o) R UK x AE R IME, o fE
R EE . FRifEZE o B E WL (9) iR

o = 1071~ )

TE PLS H, B3k Ry 3 B 47 i) A 43 e A v
)Ry PR A A 5, i BRAS AR A 3 (B X
R RIR BN e . B2, Bk ES A
AT SR R4 R ALy

P, =r;/N (10)
2 TR " A AR IS I (B HE P R A 6
N R FPRE LA

TEPAT JR TR RERAE S, A NMATES A 1
JAFERAE 2 A 5i . S840 PLS Sk P4 45
%2 i
Bik2 PLSHE

il =X (9) B 5E i o0 A6 ORI 22 o
i (10) AR B R I8 R A
For 1~MA x.:
If rand<P;;
fifi =X (8) 7E x; JAl R AE A4
PEAR X AN, 8 U AR x5
FEs=FEs+2;
I A AR x B3 ARG T x5
AR x B e b A x5

5% TAE AED-DDE™, 3:7£ AED-DDE % 1 2
ST MERIEALHLE]
2.1 BEREEHLE PE

e, fEE L Lid #E, AED-DDE I %A
IR R AR Py s A AE B . Fln, i —A
AN x;, RS0k SR, SR LB A G 1) i w, 1T
L2 P R AR x, T8 AR X, 038 B AR
A A BEIT AN G 5 A T A SR O X A s, R
— A X AR B B R, Ui B AR A
T e o, ARMERE AN 3, TR 2 x 14038 7 (B AR
e gdE Wi O 2 E TR . Rk
ATTAT LA FE 42 0 5 A1) FH sk e A 1 g sk AL A 8
A BRI A8 R, Bk TERE S — i R

VR, AEAT BR A0 38 I (ELPAL BN, I 1A
BT (AR B EAT PR A . B an, W — A
A x, FREE BT, Ul B 7 AR B3R 58 1] 4w, T LA
208 M MR AR, IR 4] DL, FER
TEAGR IR 1) 5w, AOTE LT, 3050 ) o, A 35 1 (H
FOME R BT x, 15 [RRE L, 2R — A
A x; AR WA B TR, A B A A K 1)
u, AR x,, BB ATATRT LLERIA R, 7EAR
PEAG R IR 1) i ae, (IE LT, 0 ) 2, )35 1 {E
KMER LB T AKX, B el & Ul 763 B Fh
L, AT DA KPP IS 0] 4wy, ELHEEF AR
1) Ak A5 JE0BE T DA )k 45 M 3 IO A8 B8 4 1 A
o XA s 805 B R B Y AT —
J2 385 IO {E VA AE 2 1) SR i
2.1.1 % —Bi& pAE A E

TS B AR T 55— J2 8 N E T Al A8
R PF, M BB PX; Fl PU,, 43 B Mk
JWEE — 2l W A ME R, B A & X AT
—RIGHER, DL PR ) a w, EAT —1RY
W, = HHiRieh 0.5,

TR BB AT W (7F 0.3xMaxFEs N), T 5 7%
SRR AR D s A AE B, B, 7R XA B B
L, BT BRI E AT IEAY . B 247 A — K
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B ) i g i, AR 0] 5w, BIE N EELF T B
O B ACARAAR x;, WIAMA x; B PR AR PU, 23
TE M I, T B R PX £33 Y ML/ 5 A
B, QSR 1] i, 38 N (H 22 25 T8 Sl 1 A
A x, WA A x; (13 BEE R PU, 2338 22 Hh sl
AN, PR PX, 23 3d b3 hn . A1 XA
A x; (% AL R PU, AT PX, B3 B4 0.2, 0.8],
H PUAPX=1, —F =40 (11) fr:
U~ {PU(; +max(0,N(0.05,0.01)), f(us) > f(x;e)
77| PU; - max(0,N(0.05,0.01), FAth
PX;= 1-PU;
(11)
TSP 25— J2 305 (B IE Ak A 232 PF, D2 AR
P LR PU, A1 PX, BB & iy f/ME,
= (12) PR
PF, = min(PX;,PU)) (12)
L gh 2 B, RN A x; I EERER PU, IR K
MR PX, AR/, B 23 AR B 5 — )23
B V7 Al BE R 58 2 % O PX, BIAR /N AE S
Hx; IR R PU AR K, k2 U, AR HE I 22
B, 7 A BRI ) w2 A AR R T DR o A
AR x; 1, TR B AS SR ) i e, 2R A7 PEA
AT LA AL A R 50 ) i e, 2 AT AR KA T LA
B A A x, BT x; 1955 — )2 38 N (A 7F
fli#E 2% PF, B & N E/NIE PX;o [FIEE, B Aan 4
x; WEPEAE R PU, AR/ NITHE #EAE 5 PX AR K, B4
AR — E PR 1 B N PUL.
x; FEE ML PU, AR/, g 2 Ui AR 4 i i 22 4,
7R R B 1] & w S LT O AT ORE R i e AR
x; 19, I8 2 B AS X ok 46 ) 1w, R AT IPAG, FRAT
AL LT LA R 358 ) i, 2 LTS 1 B B 4 4l
A x;, BT AR x; 1 505 — )2 38 0 8 TP A A %
PF, & & W/ NE PX;o REAR, MARE —2
T8 N AE VAl A 5 PF; (%) U YE 02 [0.2, 0.5].
PF, 1 BB, D33 B A A4 o, i 300 190 3 b2
WAL 2 g0 8 55, PR BRI . 4 PF,=0.5
10 SRR 9 o O N 11 LB A RS R Ry v N B
0, Jbb B 20 SR AT SR AR 4K o, T AT 10 3 7 1 Al
2o, RA A AR AR R . o, R
T145 5224 PF=0.5 B, MA& x; iR PEAL o i LAk
—PTE PF, 3G T R ERAE, anak (13) P
PF; = 2PF; (13)
BRE A4 B 55— )23 5 N7 1B PP A5 ABE 23 PF, A L
fEYEE R [0.2, 0.5] ZPERLAH R [0.4, 1], 34 hnwi
TR A T A 28 30 5 55 A4 1A 1 3 o7 (I PEAG AR
2.1.2 % = ZiE A A
KR T AR Dy R 8 fF B LN, BT E G IR

YR Y T RIS N . AR, Y IE A IR B
HABRET, A SR 2 Ay B X AT IR A 328 1 1 PFAl Tk
BOHAE A 0] RE 4% 20 8 i A A i AR . 38
o7 (L 6 B 1 AR, 2 30 e A 1 R 3 A 7
o P, 783X BB T RSN AR N, B
AN X, BETT T4 2 J2 B9 3E A WA AR PS,.
BRI B % 5 AED-DDE %57 14 PLS 5 1%
AL, 2 RS A 3 IO (6 A AR AT R IR B A 1Y
HERF o #585, WE AN x; 55 )2 A0 3E I (E A
WE PS, WX (14) Fis

PS, =r;/N (14)
s ry FORES 7 A AN R AE I AR HE P A
B o WU, 3 N A 1 A AR R AR A A
5 )2 38 N P S PS;.
2,13 ZEQBME LIS AR

FEFRATRY B e v, A P 3 0 A I A
RE 23 1) B KA R A R B 2% 1 365 0 D7 A0t 1E %
P, =k (15) B,

P; = max(PF,,PS,) (15)

FLAROR A, A SRANMA X, (5 12 E I PR
WER PF, AR /IMEJE 27 2 J2 /Y38 I 8 P74 BE % P,
R, XU AN & A AR 1938 N {E, -4k %)
S P itk ) R ARt 23 AR &, eI, B ASA x; 1956
— 20 N7 {E PR BER P, AR/, AR A x; i
AR ) A (R TP ARE 3, b Ak 4k ) I R A
P py R [FIAE, QSRR x; 195 — 20 W[
TEARME R PF, AR (255 2 J2 (1038 W (8 P4k A %
PS; fR/IN, X U BIAN A x; B R IE I (A 4 2%, (H Ak
x; HIHH 04 3 O PP 4 00 A 5, 1 R AR A A5
W1, DLES, S T AR TR B HE AR, R RE SR AR
x; BB K 38 (B PP AN R R, i — 25 5 O
A A x; 18 D7 s AL 22 56, i e SRS M RE Y
PET . XA IE B PG R A 2 A, T DLk —
A R RS AR R R

FER BTN S UG, BT 4G R F AR R
FEHLE o FEXASBY B R, BASE x SR E B &
1) 38 A PEAS A P, ok e BEME PR AN . SRz AS
A x; 1 e B IS (B PR AL AR P, DU PR AR Y
TR ), EAT 0 (B PP, 30 OB w5 x
T (LR T 5 X o AT REORT, FFoR LR Ty
TR N Hb B BTN X, IR B SR PU, RN PX, DA K
55 1 J2 0038 I PEAH K PF .

FraE AR x, FEAE L B B 1038 N (E PEAS HE
R, WIR ST 7= A )R 56 ) i w, FE AT 3E N E T
A, TR AR A R B D7 s G, T AR i
FEAME R PU, T PX, o H B J2& 75 X x; 247 5858, B
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WERAK x; W 2 B B e PR R PX, W B 42 2
W0 ) i w, AN KTANAA X, AT R . AR AR
x; W2 A BB PU, W 42 S )
u, AR X0 SR, BT A I B XA 5
), AT 38 N AR PEA, 56 ) 5w, T AH N 1Y
TN AA, FERXFE LT, BB x S T, KR
il FH & Z T A 3 (B A B IS A AR 1 S
fE . A, i F I8 XA & N A 217 17
i, I AMA X 1 FEME A PU, R PX, DL RS —
JZ 138 N AR VPG A2 PF, AN R 17 B8
gi b, BERPEAE AL T 54 F k1% FEs A LA
PR AL 5 8 20 o T SEPE AL B, SRR ) kAR
B, $ THIA R SR A 32 5 TR i), MRS PEAR AL A
FOTHRE TR BT B R e I s 2
fF 5, SCBL TR BBy 5843 R, A R T 5500 i ik —
AR e, WZMERN S A E 7, A
207 P R B 35 B PG, B TNk
Tt #E— 2R TR IR, SR
WERIEAG AL PE AR O AU IRk 3 B o
%3 PEHE
If FEs< 0.3xMaxFEs:
AR BRI 1] 12 s
FEs=FEs+N;
For B~ R0 7] 5 w5
2N u, 55 SACE x5
If w, P35 W ELF T x5
X, = s x, B VL AEL S5 0 e, 9365 7
PU~min(PU, + max(0, N(0.05,0.01)), 0.8);
Else:
PU~max(PU, — max(0, N(0.05,0.01)), 0.2);
End If
PX,=1-PU;
PF, = min(PX;, PU));
PF, = 2xPF;
Else:
il =0 (10) S A~ 1A I 20 )28 Iy (DT Ah AR
KPS
P;=max(PF;, PS));
For &A% 7] & w;:
BN u, 5 Fk B AU K x5
Ifrand <P;:
PPAR I 0] 5 w5
FEs=FEs+1;
If w; B35 N AEGF T x;
X = U
PU=min(PU,+ max(0, N(0.05,0.01)), 0.8);

Else:
PU~=max(PU; - max(0, N(0.05,0.01)), 0.2);
End If
PX;=1-PU;
PF, = min(PX;, PU));
PF, = 2xPF;
Else:
If rand <PU;:
x; = w3 x; B3 N (E PR A S
End If
End If
End For
End If
22 STER PEDE Hik
454 AED-DDE 53 5 DL I (g BE R 2E Ak L
PE, 58 1) PEDE 5k PR N5k 4 From o
®k4 PEDE ¥k
WG AL R A FEs=0; PF=0.5; PX=0.5; PU=0.5;
DAL EEAFORE S
FEs=FEs+N;
While FEs < MaxFEs:
i L 1 AT 2T AED 1Y B 3E /N BE
HAR;
A/ N ST AT AT AR 1 ] g
i L 3 BT 3T PE MR RE N PE AN
HL 5
i3 2 $UAT 3T PLS (9% Jm 48 &
HoR;
End While
1) 454 T AED-DDE 8.3k 3T AED fy/ME
5 A ws LA S B T PLS 1 Jmy 48 R, AT LA GkE £
TR ) 0 118 TR ME LA B /I A 955 2 ) O RE [ i
i 5 8k W] LA RS i b 4R B BT A 1) 42 R I
e
2) MR PP AL A 4 O Bk 4 FEs, fif
FHA Wb M HAA R FEs $243E 25 5 46 07 75 2 P4
A A [] Isf 334 i A B 1 25 AR B, 4R T Y
SRARNGE

3 BAEE AT

3.1 KWigE

K H i 0 2 A AE I L 5 TEEE
CEC 2013 >iliX PEDE 8 356k .

Z W (A LAk Il B P A~ 512 A AL 8 bR, 43
I AR 548 R (peak ratio, PR) Fl L Dyia 17
(success rate, SR)o Xf T*—1™ 45 7 14 fie i N {1
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i YL MaxFEs Fll— 1~ MER B ¢, PR 5 A9 2875
LB TH, 4R AR B3R T8 SR IR
BRI TT R, Horp— R P is 17 E£oR
SR TT LA UGS 1T 3R B ) B BT 4 R
e

PEDE M R BE LA N B9 BN 1 iR, 1
MaxFEs i & W& 5] i IEEE CEC 2013 Z 15K
AR R oK . LAk, PEDE H i 28 5 5R
i A DE/rand/1, UK R F 538 XAHER CR 4351
WEHE N 0.9 F1 0.1, FFA MEIEMSL B T 510K, X
FeSC o6 45 A M oAb, SR VERE e=10 "
DA PR R, 2 Af B % ol FH B o ot

F1 BSHIRE

Table 1 Parameters setting

VA9 e N MaxFEs
F~Fs 80 5.00x10"
F, 100 2.00x10°

Fy 300 2.00x10°
FyF,y 300 4.00x10°
Fio 100 2.00x10°
Fy~Fis 200 2.00x10°
FruF 200 4.00x10°

[L# PEDE 5 IR 15 M ZIEEAR L, &
743 53 J& /N 2B 855 w39 CDE'? L SDE!!,

NCDE"®  NSDE"" | Self-CCDE"", Self-CSDE"",

AED-DDE"Y’; # 78 5 % 5 4 LoICDE" |
LoISDE™ R3PSO"" | LIPS"”, PNPCDE"" LM-
CEDA""  LMSEDAU'"; L } £ H bRl 4k & v
MOMMOP™?), 53¢ B 53 35 R 2% 30T 4F o 1) 22 W AHL A
b B AR P T2 R, B ] i B A 2004 4F %]
2021 4F, P A3 553k A [A] A9 MaxFEs &% &,

LI R SRIE LA B 2 P
32 RWHER
32.1 5 R ASEMAMACT K F R4 Rtk
7 2 52 T PEDE 5 HAth 2 W {H A0 AL 5 1 7
WEWIE e=10" F PR 5 SR AU R, AT R
R, AR PR Z5 R E/R o BEAh, Wilcox-
on Bk FK B 75 a=0.05 T 13K tOA [A) 55 vk 2 1A]
L I o A R
BEAREILPEDEE B EH T (H. BEET ()
DI TEH 25 (=) Wb E k. NE2HTUE
@J, Tflgléﬁ FINFG %H FlONFIZ J:, /Elﬁ PEDE %ﬂ
AED-DDE 7] DLFE B — WK as A7 ih #4621 T A 19 4
Ja et fi, PRAES SR AR 1.000, 1 HAth (4T
Al —ANEIE A BRI B R SR o TR PREL o~y
I, Self-CCDE I MOMMOP Ht45 74 A JE % i
BEREE R, 2 8524 T PEDE, f#5J2 MOM-
MOP, PR {H 5 SR {E %)} 1.000, 4X1ifi, PEDE f£
PREL FooFy DS TR SR, R ELT
HAh iy Z 0 LA . FIAT, Self-CCDE #i
MOMMOP 7E Rt F, fl F, RG2S RE B & 2T
PEDE. 7% F,, I, PEDE B8 T 5 LIPS iz {i
P S B 23 S, (HEE I 3 A T LA BT A ) 2 A
B, R, LIPS 75 H At s %5 E Y45 SR A A fig
YT PEDE. fEPREL F\~F,, I, PEDE 7EPREL F,.
Fio Ml Fyy FARHUS T S0 S0 B0 25 5 . W2
)2, F & IEEE CEC 2013 Wi 2% | 48 i
IR R AL, R 2 IR TE By L EE BN AR BT
fa—A 2R &AL . BVl PEDE fE R4 Fis. F oy
FlFyo b 5250 25 S 2EWE 08k (4 T LMCEDA Al
LMSEDA, PEDE 1 52 55 45 S MK SR 22 W 2 4 T H:
f iy 2 W LA S5 . [RIE, 5557 LMCEDA
FI LMSEDA #H [t., PEDE 7F HiAth s& %% I 19550 R 5
. 47 F LMCEDA #1 LMSEDA, Jt H. & 7E 4 91
HEBEE KW 2 R RN FeF, I

% 2 IEEE CEC 2013 MiX £ ZE A BB EE +=10 ' THI PR 5 SR LI 45 R
Table 2 Experimental results of IEEE CEC 2013 in PR and SR at accuracy level =10"

Wit PEDE CDE SDE LIPS AED-DDE R3PSO NCDE NSDE

¥ PR SR PR SR PR SR PR SR PR SR PR SR PR SR PR SR
Fi  1.000 1.000 1.000(=)1.000 0.696(+)0.431 0.892(+)0.824 1.000(=)1.000 1.000(=) 1.000 1.000(=) 1.000 1.000(=) 1.000
F,  1.000 1.000 1.000(=)1.000 0.773(+)0.588 1.000(=)1.000 1.000(=) 1.000 0.992(=)0.961 1.000(=)1.000 0.808(+)0.726
F;  1.000 1.000 1.000(=)1.000 1.000(=)1.000 1.000(=) 1.000 1.000(=) 1.000 1.000(=) 1.000 1.000(=) 1.000 1.000(=) 1.000
Fy  1.000 1.000 0.995(=)0.980 0.284(+)0.000 0.995(=)0.980 1.000(=) 1.000 0.971(+)0.902 1.000(=) 1.000 0.255(+)0.000
Fs  1.000 1.000 1.000(=)1.000 0.961(+)0.922 1.000(=) 1.000 1.000(=) 1.000 1.000(=) 1.000 1.000(=) 1.000 0.686(+)0.373
Fs  1.000 1.000 1.000(=)1.000 0.059(+)0.000 0.209(+)0.000 1.000(=) 1.000 0.662(+)0.000 0.324(+)0.000 0.056(+) 0.000
F;  0.887 0.157 0.870(+)0.000 0.055(+)0.000 0.399(+)0.000 0.838(+)0.039 0.429(+)0.000 0.873(+)0.039 0.043(+)0.000
Fg  0.805 0.000 0.000(+)0.000 0.017(+)0.000 0.081(+)0.000 0.747(+)0.000 0.431(+)0.000 0.001(+)0.000 0.013(+)0.000
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B H
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PEDE

CDE

SDE

LIPS

AED-DDE

R3PSO

NCDE

NSDE

PR SR

PR SR

PR SR

PR SR

PR SR

PR SR

PR SR

PR SR

0.406
1.000
1.000
1.000
0.771
0.667
0.635
0.667
0.412
0.654
0.368
0.250

0.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
0.020
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

0.472(-) 0.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.373(+) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000
0.154(+) 0.000
0.059(+) 0.000
0.010(+) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000
0.167(+) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000

0.011(+) 0.000
0.144(+) 0.000
0.301(+) 0.000
0.211(+) 0.000
0.307(+) 0.000
0.212(+) 0.000
0.110(+) 0.000
0.101(+) 0.000
0.074(+) 0.000
0.013(+) 0.000
0.098(+) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000

0.104(+) 0.000
0.755(+) 0.083
0.944(+) 0.686
0.586(+) 0.000
0.775(=) 0.118
0.660(<) 0.000
0.348(+) 0.000
0.281(+) 0.000
0.164(+) 0.000
0.128(+) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000

0.384(+) 0.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.686(+) 0.000
0.667(<) 0.000
0.637(=) 0.000
0.667(=) 0.000
0.375(+) 0.000
0.654(=) 0.000
0.375(-) 0.000
0.250(=) 0.000

0.129(+) 0.000
0.869(+) 0.137
0.650(+) 0.000
0.537(+) 0.000
0.654(+) 0.000
0.644(+) 0.000
0.206(+) 0.000
0.451(+) 0.000
0.120(+) 0.000
0.092(+) 0.000
0.034(+) 0.000
0.066(+) 0.000

0.457(-) 0.000
0.997(<) 0.961
0.732(+) 0.020
0.238(+) 0.000
0.667(+) 0.000
0.667(=) 0.000
0.321(+) 0.000
0.667(<) 0.000
0.248(+) 0.000
0.534(+) 0.000
0.306(+) 0.000
0.250(=) 0.000

0.005(+) 0.000
0.088(+) 0.000
0.226(+) 0.000
0.132(+) 0.000
0.219(+) 0.000
0.173(+) 0.000
0.123(+) 0.000
0.170(+) 0.000
0.096(+) 0.000
0.167(+) 0.000
0.098(+) 0.000
0.123(+) 0.000

+

12

19

14

5

16

10

18

1

0

0

1

1

0

7

1

6

14

4

9

2

i

PNPCDE

Self-CCDE

Self-CSDE

LolCDE

LoISDE

LMCEDA

LMSEDA

MOMMOP

PR SR

PR SR

PR SR

PR SR

PR SR

PR SR

PR SR

PR SR

Fi
F
Fy
Fy
Fs

1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.559(+) 0.000
0.887(=) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000
0.470(-) 0.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.634(+) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000
0.438(+) 0.000
0.330(+) 0.000
0.029(+) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000
0.154(+) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000

1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.928(+) 0.431
0.875(+) 0.000
0.997(-) 0.863
0.457(-) 0.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.771(+)0.118
0.375(+) 0.000
0.663(+) 0.000
0.657(+) 0.000
0.358(+) 0.000
0.657(+) 0.000
0.250(+) 0.000
0.327(+) 0.000
0.103(+) 0.000
0.052(+) 0.000

1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.706(+) 0.333
0.961(+) 0.922
0.707(+) 0.059
0.695(+) 0.000
0.679(+) 0.000
0.272(+) 0.000
0.992(+) 0.922
0.415(+) 0.000
0.333(+) 0.000
0.324(+) 0.000
0.343(+) 0.000
0.208(+) 0.000
0.078(+) 0.000
0.037(+) 0.000
0.007(+) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000

1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.971(+) 0.882
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.691(+) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000
0.115(+) 0.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.660(+) 0.000
0.529(+) 0.000
0.523(+) 0.000
0.660(<) 0.000
0.314(+) 0.000
0.546(+) 0.000
0.248(+) 0.000
0.216(+) 0.000
0.049(+) 0.000
0.123(+) 0.000

0.990(<) 0.980
0.263(+) 0.078
1.000(=) 1.000
0.250(+) 0.000
0.706(+) 0.412
0.056(+) 0.000
0.029(+) 0.000
0.012(+) 0.000
0.005(+) 0.000
0.083(+) 0.000
0.167(+) 0.000
0.125(+) 0.000
0.167(+) 0.000
0.167(+) 0.000
0.125(+) 0.000
0.167(+) 0.000
0.074(+) 0.000
0.160(+) 0.000
0.032(+) 0.000
0.088(+) 0.000

1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.991(+) 0.843
0.724(+) 0.000
0.350(+) 0.000
0.280(+) 0.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.667(+) 0.000
0.750(+) 0.000
0.667(+) 0.000
0.667(<) 0.000
0.694(=) 0.000
0.667(=) 0.000
0.417(=) 0.000
0.654(=) 0.000
0.471(-) 0.000
0.066(+) 0.000

1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.970(+) 0.529
0.668(+) 0.000
0.608(+) 0.000
0.247(+) 0.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.853(+)0.157
0.983(+) 0.863
0.667(+) 0.000
0.667(=) 0.000
0.743(-) 0.000
0.667(=) 0.000
0.632(-) 0.000
0.660(=) 0.000
0.458(-) 0.000
0.250(=) 0.000

1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(-) 1.000
1.000(-) 1.000
1.000(-) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.712(+) 0.000
0.936(+) 0.529
0.667(+) 0.000
0.667(=) 0.000
0.618(+) 0.000
0.647(+) 0.000
0.502(—) 0.000
0.493(+) 0.000
0.221(+) 0.000
0.125(+) 0.000

13

12

17

13

18

8

7

8

1

2

0

0

0

2

3

4

6

3

2

10

10

8

M2, PEDE 23 EAE 12,19, 14, 5. 16, 10,
18,13,12,17,13,18.8.7 1 8 MeRE & F

CDE. SDE. LIPS, AED-DDE. R3PSO, NCDE,
NSDE.PNPCDE. Self-CCDE. Self-CSDE,
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LoICDE. LoISDE. LMCEDA . LMSEDA #1 MOM-
MOP. #ifz, PEDE H7E 1,1.1,2.2,3 fl4 1%
B E S % 22 T CDE, NCDE . PNPCDE, Self-
CCDE.LMCEDA . LMSEDA il MOMMOP, [
if, PEDE %R Z 1 T AED-DDE, Ui T #f %

200 3 10 i " I 1l 1l
160 I. ; . I 0.8} ! Il I I |
| / 061! ST R 1 A 1 I
. 120 | I'. I.' o gl gl ) R 1
0 Lid .I / VI 0'4 | P i | |1
40 II. - ;I 02} EEP L)
0 5 10 1520 25 30 0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
X x
(@) F, (b) F,

~—1000
—1500
—2 000
5

A TG L A A R

N T A=A E WAL ok PEDE 81
SR R RCR, 78 8 A>T ¥4k e % 15 PEDE 57%
R BRI 73 A R oK

mE 1R,

-500

-5 =5
(@ Fy

B1 84X &%k PEDE MR LFMBEN T
Fig. 1 Final population distribution of PEDE on 8 selected functions

IEWFATNE 1 4 F ], PEDE A LL$E 3
[ AT A A 4 Sy e e At o BRIV 4 ) JU 50 K
(4 R B A A sk, & 1(d) F R 1(e), 7E BR %K
Fo M F, I, PEDE KSR W] LAHR 2 BT A 19 42 Jm e e
fife o YR — Lo A B A B R Y JR B SR AR
()42 2= ) LR, A& 1(g) A& 1(h), 76 BRI AL F,,
M F,, I, PEDE A DL 4k £ 50 B £ R FOHR R BE
J7, A7 R 3R T )R 0 e AR R T AT R 4 R R AR
&R
322 5 5% EnKERE ik FIRL

7 #E— 18] PEDE 85 i 4 vk, AR
5 rh, thA: PEDE 5 Z (8 4L X 4E IEEE CEC
2013 A9 5 258 7% (niching migratory multi-swarm
optimizer, NMMSO"™), 4 T 2 ks, H#51
NMMSO 53 7 2 W 5 A8 4k I X 45 ITEEE CEC
2015 b A S B 50000 o

PEDE 5 NMMSO 7 #E#i & e=10* F Y
PR 5 SR M IEAIXT Lh &5 R an 5% 3 iR, Hoh i dy
1) PR S50 45 ST s

M3 3 ] LA F|, PEDE 78 7 N R4k iy 52
¥ 45 A T NMMSO, i 76 7 A4 pR i 5256
g JLEE 22 F NMMSO, &1, 71 L& %, PEDE
A LAAE 9 A R B L R — RG24 T R R B n) BT A
() 4 Jm) e AL ff ( RER F~Fs 1 F\o~F),), PRIEYS
SR {5 ) 7 1.000, 1fif NMMSO L A] LLAE 7 4> ki %k

AR BN BT 4 R B AR A (PR F~Fs, F
Fi) o [AIEF, 7€ PEDE 25 T NMMSO /9l it pF %1
|, PEDE 52 ¥ T 5 NMMSO 3 oL 1Y 52 5 45
W BN, fERE F,. F,, M1 F, F, NMMSO [/
PR 236 45 B 7 9l & 0.720. 0.468 1 0.450, fij
PEDE 5Bl T3 UL () PR SE 56 45 5, 4 5l )2
0.667.0.412 i1 0.368. ILAb, 76 4 2 A R
F\¢~F,, I, PEDE 7£ 3 N R [ 2 I F NMMSO,
1M NMMSO {X7E 2 A~ A% T 247 F PEDE. f§ %
Mo, FE PR Fyy b, B2 2 0 (H A 1L I 4 IEEE
CEC 2013 Hi & 24 1) pRi %1, PEDE 1) 5 I 45 S 4
-F NMMSO,

#3 PEDE 5 NMMSO ZEEME:=10 ' THPRS
SR HYSLIG & R XL
Table 3 Experimental results between PEDE and NMMSO

in PR and SR at accuracy level =10"

e PEDE NMMSO

AR PR SR PR SR
F 1000 1.000 1.000)  1.000
F, 1000 1.000 1.000(x)  1.000
F, 1000 1.000 1.000()  1.000
F, 1000 1.000 1.000(x)  1.000
F, 1000 1.000 1.000(x)  1.000
Fy 1000 1.000 0.992(+)  0.880
F, 0.887  0.157 1.000-)  1.000
Fy 0.805  0.000 0.899(-)  0.020




* 436 /O R 4 ¥ W ¥ 17%
553 &L Z, PEDE W] LASEBLIE Bl 47 T 2 045 (5
- PEDE NMMSO ﬁ%mﬁﬁnmmmcmE@%§%%%§%%
PR SR PR SR I, R A — 25 TR R I PR |

F, 0406  0.000  0.978¢-)  0.120 3.2.3 MR IFAE AR A K
Fy 1.000 1.000 1.000(=) 1.000 M F 2 A L FEF|, PEDE 102 5 % i F
P00 OO 0 g Do, gl 7R LA
Fz 0j77 X 0: 020 0:983(_) 0:900 PE o FEAS T, — 25 DU 23R A B 1
. 0667 0.000 07200)  0.000 B o K MR T AL AL T W FH AE At 1Y 22 1 (i P AL 35
Fis 0.635  0.000 06325 0.000 PR ARG . BT IRAT AL R IT AR L &
Fis 0.667  0.000 0.660(+)  0.000 M DE 53k, B AE B, R HE 3 PE Ak HIL R 0
Fiy 0412 0.000 0.468(-)  0.000 £ NCDE'""'  LoICDE"™ Self-CCDE"",
Fis 0.654  0.000 0.650(+)  0.000 PNPCDE"" X 4 I~ % T DE 09 £ W (8 11 1L 5 vk
Fio 0368 0.000 0.450(-)  0.000 o IX 4 ARG AR TP AS DL Y B AR P
Fo 0.250  0.000 0.172(+)  0.000 % J B :-PE, B4, NCDE 57k 25 & M R 3FAk HL
’ ! Tl 19 ¥ 92 75 Fhfir 44 5 NCDE-PE, X 4 MY
- d EAT AT 64 58 35 AP A ME I o=10° F R PR 55

Table 4

level &=10""

SR RIS Fb 25 SR a3 4 Fis .
R4 BSEERNEEREEGEETENG THTHELEENE =10 ' THPRESRTRER

Experimental results of multimodal optimization algorithms and their variants with PE in PR and SR at accuracy

NCDE-PE

NCDE

LoICDE-PE

LoICDE

Self-CCDE-PE

Self-CCDE  PNPCDE-PE

PNPCDE

PR

SR

PR SR

PR

SR

PR SR

PR

SR

PR SR

PR SR

PR SR

Fy
F,
F3
Fy

1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
0.000
0.039
0.000
0.000
1.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

1.000(z) 1.000
1.000(z) 1.000
1.000(z) 1.000
1.000(z) 1.000
1.000(z) 1.000
0.324(+) 0.000
0.873(+) 0.039
0.001(+) 0.000
0.457(=) 0.000
0.997(=) 0.961
0.732(-) 0.020
0.238(+) 0.000
0.667(=) 0.000
0.667(=) 0.000
0.321(-) 0.000
0.667(=) 0.000
0.248(+) 0.000
0.534(=) 0.000
0.306(+) 0.000
0.250(=) 0.000

1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
0.702
0.002
0.121
1.000
0.667
0.525
0.500
0.667
0.331
0.565
0.250
0.235
0.061
0.125

1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
1.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.971(+) 0.882
1.000() 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.691(+) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000
0.115(+) 0.000
1.000() 1.000
0.660(+) 0.000
0.529(=) 0.000
0.523(=) 0.000
0.660(<) 0.000
0.314(+) 0.000
0.546(+) 0.000
0.248(=) 0.000
0.216(+) 0.000
0.049(+) 0.000
0.123(=) 0.000

1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
0.936
0.877
0.995
0.456
1.000
0.781
0.375
0.667
0.667
0.346
0.667
0.250
0.359
0.098
0.064

1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
0.529
0.000
0.784
0.000
1.000
0.157
0.000
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0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.928(+) 0.431
0.875(=) 0.000
0.997(-) 0.863
0.457(=) 0.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.771(+) 0.118
0.375(=) 0.000
0.663(+) 0.000
0.657(+) 0.000
0.358(-) 0.000
0.657(+) 0.000
0.250(=) 0.000
0.327(+) 0.000
0.103(=) 0.000
0.052(+) 0.000

PR
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
0.593
0.883
0.003
0.469
1.000
0.667
0.012
0.457
0.333
0.025

SR
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
1.000
1.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000 0.000
0.020 0.000
0.167 0.000
0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000

1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.559(+) 0.000
0.887(=) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000
0.470(-) 0.000
1.000(=) 1.000
0.634(+) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000
0.438(+) 0.000
0.330(=) 0.000
0.029(=) 0.000
0.000(=) 0.000
0.000(+) 0.000
0.154(+) 0.000
0.000(=) 0.000
0.000(=) 0.000
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