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Proposal of Adaptive Range Differential Evolution
Ryosuke ONUKI™, Satoshi KITAYAMA, Koetsu YAMAZAKI and Masao ARAKAWA

“Graduate School of Natural & Science Technology, Kanazawa University,
Kakuma-machi, Kanazawa, 920-1192 Japan

This paper proposes a new method called Adaptive Range Differential Evolution (ARDE). The basic idea can be
obtained from the Adaptive Range Particle Swarm Optimization (ARPSO). In the ARDE, the active search domain
range consists of the mean and the standard deviation of each design variable. Also the best position is included in this
search range. Therefore, the active search domain range is newly defined by utilizing the mean and the standard
deviation of each design variable, and the best position. The detailed procedure of the new active search domain range
is described in this paper. To keep the best position for the new active search domain range will lead to the wide search
range. Of course, the newly active search domain range will shrink through the search iteration. As the result, a highly
accurate global minimum can be found. The effectiveness and validity of the ARDE are examined through typical
benchmark problems. It could be found through benchmark problems that the ARDE can find a global minimum with
the small number of function evaluations in comparison with basic Differential Evolution.

Key Words : Global Optimization, Adaptive Range Differential Evolution, Optimal Design, System Engineering,
Engineering Optimization
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Differential Evolution (DE)/ 35 2 4 REE oD Kk eiifif 4 o1 £ 729012, 1995 4RI Storn & Price (2 K-
THRESNI-BEROBRE (Qid) 2R S KikiRciig 2 R 5 % S RRERETH S @ [FEIC Particle
Swarm Optimization (PSO) b2 S 11Tk 0 @, mHy 7 /L= U X 4 (GA)X Ant Colony Optimization (ACO) & [FI4E,
LR RS2 S b THEIC 0 FE S LS. PSO (3 p-best & g-best OFIERE S TH LUWMER R ZERKT 5 DI
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—JFTDE L, 743U RXLHRITHNOILD/NT A—F BERBEMREIZ G- 2 A BRI OV T ORI THOI TN D
A CD ESELFE L LTOMESTANT LHLBEICR>THE ST, PSO 1 SIERICHIENR SN TND LITE
VRV, S D 1L DE OFRRMREDO S SITHER L, Sk FEE L TONE DT, FrZABLER PSO 72 & & D%
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AT O 7o), FJMHRREROBREI IO CTEE TH DH. EH DITRBEROIT L O ZRPUTIS U TR E A BT
+ % HEIEH)G R PSO(Adaptive Range PSO: ARPSO) 24245 L, $lERIHi 238 U, ZoaoEzka L7z @, ARPSO

TIE, BEREN S OB R AL O & B RS, g-best 2RI L, IEMOAN & K50 & Ui AR REE & Fr
ENDHEREE AR T D, BRRADIES O TOGUTEMEREIRIIIER L, —F CHRERAOERENEE
XA RREI I N T D, ZD AR IKT Z & T, BRI O @O IR EGER A 155 HiECTh o T2

ZOFEOF T, HBMEOMRAEE W) BWEEZITH Z & THIZ g-best 2 AR IEMANICTRTHMEERITH. %=
D=8, EHAMOEZ BN S ERDB OREBAGT 2720, EIPRARIZEZLHLOThHo7z. KB
5L (g-best) MEEREHREZFFOOTHIUL, FREIFNIER S O E LT 5D TlE/e <, AREFEBICH W
DI DI 285 U £ S AMERER 2 AR T 21E 9 NEE L. £/, PSO TIHIEFR SN F T g-best ~
M229 EWHIMEENRH Y, BRI g-best ~[H]2> 9 ML T HABIBUE 2 3 2 528 g-best ([ZE E b 5 720,
PHRTEIRZEEHPIRR L QWD LS X D Z N TE D, —J7, DE TIL, 3 ODRREE T v 4 MTRIRT 57
2 OOV NER TN Y SAEAERT D720 ®) PSO @ L 5 1T HEICPHERFEIC BRI M AREL DT
372K, BRI L - CUMEES A~ 28 b d 0, ZORE, RAEREMROEREZITO Z LI DD TR
WEGEE D RO D Z ENHIFFCE S, 2o X o7z L EE 2L, ARPSO DX 912, HDHEWKTHENZEM
DD ZERRTOTII L, ERDMOBEMERT 5 X 0 A MEREROREEITH ZENARTHA . £
DO, R BEORRFER A R0 E LA MRRER S, PREROERFERONEEE L& LA
R A N ETNEIE L, Z0 2 A LTl A AOPRR i & T uUT L. £72 ARPSO TIRE I/
RO TIL, BRI TR N S DT A= RNEA S TN D, — RIS S b RRE O KIS i A AR50
TH D70, AMRRESZ RGN T2 &, BAICL > UIHHIRIZ X 0 RFEGEfEoR I8 £ 5
ZEbEZLNA.

ko> & 9 72 ARPSO DARHIRER /T A —HREOREESE 2, AfsCTI, HRER 2 RIS C
TG HINC 2 b &1 2 fElE R Differential Evolution (Adaptive Range Differential Evolution: ARDE) 12595 .
ARDE THE AT 2 HNEREIRIT, 3T THRARD X 91T, KXFIEEO T S EFRE, L O BEAZFAL
TRIESND. ZAUTED, ARPSO THEAL TVl BAADRIEE WO To R ARSI DRE S 5. HLUTHEIRO Y
D HEER LT THY, X ARPSO &R U Tixaunin s b s vt LV, PSO OFEAR AR,
BEICIR 7= K9 IZ T RICHES S WO FIRE TH Y, —FHTDE T, 7 ¥ LA E L7-sMEE
WORIR G AIRE/ 2 2 MRIRHERIE TH D, TNHWHFEEZFEONDIF, S HIZ ARPSO THRAKLEZZ DIV TWHIE
HoAn Ol bz 72 L, 7237 A—ZIZ L 558728 RREIROME N 72 < L, AMFfE~ORE %
HIFRE L7- 71523 ARDE Th 5. REMZRFFHFIAE U C, ARDE ORIMEARFT 5.

2. Differential Evolution

DE TIdkkx R ETAMEE SN TN DD, AL Tl b AN DE//rand/bin Z %15 &9 %. DE Tig,
DE/XIYIZ L RFE L, XIFHEERT MLO%, Y I3BLE 72 DRSO GIE, Z 13X GEEENEIEKR LT
WA, AREmSUTRIG LT % DE/MArand/bin &1E, FEENT MLOEN 1T, BERDIEREET U F DITER L,
RN FEF—FE (Binomial) ZXAZHWS W) Z EEERL TV,

2.1 EXFILITYXL

k EHOBEFRICET B d A ORERE X LRDL, n EREFLROKET 5.

(STEPL)  PRERMHK dmax & IR Ko A AXE. WIMIRSRERZ T 2 & WAL, FENERMEEF
R Cr A iiE. PRI E k=1 £ 7%.

(STEP2)  &PRRmUTKIL, LUTFOHEL#RD KT

(STEP2-1) d FHHDERER XS M, TUHX A3 DOHEM XY, X5, XSE®E. 72720 d#rl#r2=r3.

(STEP2-2) ZHRERIC X~ C, Fil-/effimivk #LL FoRUc kv AT 5.

V§ = erl + F(sz - er) (1)



(STEP2-3) ##5ZM xk & vE NN HESR Cr 12X > TR, #Hiizlemul 24E/MT 5.
(STEP2-4) HIIBHEL f ()27l L, BRERSOALIE 2 BT

f(uk)< f(x5)— x5 =uf 2
f(uk)> f(x5) - xk = xk &)

(STEP3) HRRIHEAHH ( k=k+1).
(STEP4) #& T2 L TWUE, T, €5 TRIFIUKSTEP)~RS.

2:2 ¥R

DE DRZXIZDONWT, M1EHWTHITH. 22 TxE, viZnZhopss xs,, vi, (i=1,2n) &
T T D, RXUTE D ul OEEK LITRT. K 1O (Crossover point) X, 7% AZITN5. £
7o r IR A Z L ITRAESED[0,1) OEETHS. (X UDICR RO EE ORI vE %EI%%WJ%
Briz7emug Oy &7 5. RIZ uf OO ZRTET % 78, 2R LIS ORRF AU U CRGr FR S U r
RAESHE, x5, VEPLEIEHNTEY ORSEREL TNL.

Cross over point

K[k Tok |k Tk Tk
Vg | Va1|Va,2|Vas|Vaa [Vas l
' : ‘ re[01) <Cr
7 7 [0)<C
Kk Tok Tok Tok Tok Tk
Ug [Xd1[Xd,2{Vd,3|Xd.4|Vd 5
k fk E k T< k 1re[0,1)>Cr
Xd | Xd1|Xd2|Xd,3|Xd,4| Xd 5

Fig.1 Crossover in DE

3. $EISEGE Differential Evolution

AL TIRE T 5 ARDE OFRRMEIY, ARPSO #2&IZ L CRIET 5. 1T U HIZ ARPSO THRZE I NT-HER
FEIE D AR 225 2 277 L, RIZ ARDE OIRZREIKDF E#aﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁ IZOWNWTIRRB,

31 {REREOELRLE

ARPSO DYEFNEIR DR E Sk R, PSO 13, YIS LR 255D, %h%%%ﬁﬁbfﬂiﬁﬁ%%*
W% HETHS. KEHOERICIT S d BB OEREOREE x*, MRV L35 L, k+ 1EHOERIC

I B0 X LV 12 Z MR FORIC L > TR ENS.

Xyt =xy vt (4)

K+l k k k K k
Vg =Wy + ¢ (Py = Xg) +Colh (Py — Xq) (5)

R (5) 1TBVT, wIHBEMIE L FHEN AR, ¢, QIEERTHY, nk r E0N)OEE, pkiakERs d
O)kﬁlﬁif@ﬂfﬁ (p-best), pi 1T kIEIH ORIV DRGSR OREL A (g-best) ZF T

ARPSO (28T 2 AMRZ Y, () TrRESNs EHMEEHRE L, AMcL-oTHEZLND. ZZTi

FHHOBG 2@5&% xi &L, i &HORGERIIB T 25 REAOMEI T DR AR o, FZ LT 5.

N (x,) = exp(- %) ®)



1, —+— 20, loga, <X, < u, + - 20, loga, @)

[X] 2 |Z ARPSO OF MR M Z/~3. ARDE TbHR (7) 25 & LA REEE=5 2 50, X (1) 1%
HNER I A 3R T DR OIEAN /2 E 2 7T HDOTH Y, ARDE TIRZRIZHW D I SV CIRk EiLARE
Tk~ %.

N(Xi) X — 1L 2
N (%) (% — 1)’ o N(x0:=exp(—£_éiﬁglﬁ
N () =exp(-—— 515 N\ e '
\~“‘h- Xi
aiI X R J H; R Xibest =
/': Hi ='\ /4_ ______

New range
1 —+—20; loga, 4 ++/—20; loga, L —+— 20, loga, 9 44 +4-20 loga,

Fig.2 The active search domain of i-th design variable Fig.3 New range of ARPSO by changing the standard deviation

3+ 2 ARDE [ZHIT5ELhFFREE

ARPSO T, EHICKBMEORAG &) BAEZITY, MEORBRIZIHBW TR EBMEE & T2 IRE A pg DN
PERFEINIC LT B D L O IC L TW e, 27208 IEB R ORIREZ BT 5 2 & THIMER A
W L CERRZAT O 120, MatiEHEE2 G LIS 2, CIMRERENE-> T, X312 ARPSO ThE A
JERENE (7). OFANALE LR, & BEORFEIT> IRGE ORIRZEEEEZ RT. 22T I py D i
FHORNTHY, o, 133K (6) DX, & X UZ, N(x) % a [ZEXHZ T o, (ZOWTHLS LAABIBET, of
3o, THh%. ARDE (ZI\T D HABRFMEIL, UTFD X HIZLTERTS.

SARF RO T H B A B LIS LI RR A X0 | FHOR D & X & L, RBERZPLE Lz ek
T5.

Xibest _\/W < Xi < XibeSt + ./ Zai IOg a.i (8)

ZLTH (7) X 6) ZNTho b FRE RN CAMERERERET 5. ARDE TRAIHICIERICINN S
mEE X (1) THB.

ot = max{yi +./—20; loga, , x™" + /- 20, loga, } 9
X = min{,ui — - 20, loga, , x”*" — /- 20, loga, } (10)

X< x; < x o (11)

X

3:-3 FURREEHOHEE L ARPSO L DEE

X (1) THZONDHEMERERO—F %K 4 179, RO ER GO TE, KESZRLE
LT-EH i %, FEROMBRRZNS 2 SOtz BERAEZb0E2R L TWD. M A4Q@QDEA, FREIIk
IRIERSATO X 5 72k L 720, EERZRIERA I DA MEREIRZRE L TN D LT ENTE D, Ak
EHSATFE 2R ODICEASRTH Y, EEL R AEEZFLE LIZIE6 02X 2R THOTHDL. ZOLHRT
L EE ZFUTARBARICZOREEET S ARPSO LV, AROEBRSAIIEDS K AR e—2>DE KR IE



FAT ) B G PER IR A E LT D ARDE DR IPRRTEIO T 3EZ TRARTH S, 7212 LE4AD)IZH D
91z, FERMOMBIILT L IERSMOBIRE & S0 2 LITEBESZW. M & & BASOMBEN KX
<HEENTWAEE, BERATZHBITIERS MO L1372 5 PICHhRENIFATLIIRE 2D, TDEE, AL
PRRBE SRR IE A BIE S D &0 ) BRI, TRWAIERERZ W CIEROZEEME NS £ 5
EWVV) BIRAVLIRL 12D,

F 724 41Z1F ARPSO T BIEDIRAFZAT o T2 5B DA IR R EN TV D AL SR K 1T,
ARPSO DA ZNRFRFEIR L V) ARDE OB MESRIEIRD JNEIRZREN A & D 2 LN TE 5. ARhiRSEiEk
IRV S, PRI A ORBEEITH NG 5 72 O A MRRFEIBIIIRR O SRR R < 72 D, ZARMED @A MRS
REIR X R AIRGEAR A B AU < WIRIAVWMER 2 ATRE & L, RISAIREMOIE AN IR CE 5. RR0IIIHE
RIROMENES DX, ERSMOTEHNALS, REREPHIEREE TS ZENTRIND. BEYIHT
PERDOSRENED SR BN DA MERFEBIL 4@)D L 512705 Z LA S, ARDE D7 ARPSO K
Db, KIGERGEME &5 R Lo T WA RREIRIC 72 D 2 E IR SN D. F i BN RIS DB
LB RSN 5E, ARRERITX 4b)D X 91270 Z LN PRENDS. ZOBE R %
EHMICERT DL Y, HimlC RSN BAAHEORE L B8 L CARRER 2 L 721F 5 2RIk A
BRORERADNIETE S, 20 L9 2RI TH ARDE I3 ARPSO X 0 S840 & 2 %0 B0 22 A W IR R EI A 3%
THZENTED., ZDOXHIZ ARDE TIiTE B A& ARRFIRIZIET &V 9 ARPSO Dy BIEDORAFORR EFR
BHEWICEAT T E, BROSERMENFRCRD DI DRI THMEREEA ARPSO L0 ZEMEDH 5 H DIZT
HZEDRHIFFTES.

N (Xi) =+ N’(Xi)
( ) N (%) N'(x) (X best) N (xi)+N'(x)
N(X;) =exp(- =) [~ [~ T\ N(X)=exp(————5—") ~ e '
[+ TN N (%) \ J/ N'(xi)
r
W
ARPSO_ | f A ARPSO NS
4 . v/
r 5 v
\ 4 7\
. PERNG 4 RN DY ) [N W
’ .
I / .-"' o a \IN"‘-... \ XI al A 4 l,l \\n Xl
wi—y=20iloga,_ AL et w4 =20, loga, M X
best [ : . < > ) e .
Xi \/ 20 log a; XiLeft New range o A +4/—20i loga XiLeft New range Xinght
(a) Superposed distribution curve (b) Expanded range

Fig.4 Active search domain range of ARDE

34 AHRREHOHESR
PRABHARITIRR DM U TR MG 2/ & < 72 2 D &5 oIS, Sk B O HERE D B/ IME &2
M F SR LT (12) O X9 ITRET 5.

Oimin = &i (X|U _XiL) (12)

s k[0a]0ETHS. Fx, xHIHMEHKIRIEO LR, TIRIETHS.

3.5 BAYUFRBEEOZHELEDE
A (1) CTIEEITR B SRS O EEE ETe 720, %%@%fiﬂﬂ@:f#ii@fw%ﬁﬁﬁkﬁé
%min HELZ oM, EREOEPDEDITRER DDA & KR AITES Z RS, K 5bh)d LI



W2 TR/ N E 22D, BRMENZIEX 5(0)D & 5 IR DO & R EAITIEIE & LT, HOE
RT3/ &< 72%. ARDE 1%, DE BT v F LA Bk L2 HETHDH V) Z L2 BE 2T, 1IEH
IARDTCAR AR L2 DIRRZAT O HIETH Y, X5 TR LIZ X ) ICEIIEREIIIRIALS L 5 Z LN TE 5.
PREDHEATY, RBEADIE DN TOIUE, ARRREEIIIANE FRBEFT 5 2 L2250, Kkt

WD MRS <, & DICHRMEANAF DN D RIEMORE b Tom 02 LI TE 5.

N (Xi) + N’(Xi) ﬂ

N(x)+ N'(x) N(x)+N'(x)
\
N(Xi) N,(Xi) N(Xi) NI(Xi)
] ﬂl\ ‘ Xibest

(%
/| ) 1 Iy A} AR
a J \ a ij A\ a M
i o S . H 7 ~ . i
, o Xi L ([N : Xi,

best best o

Hi Xi . Cy! . e—_

Left e > |, Right Left Hi Xi Right Left=> Right
X "Range of this study ' Xi Xi g Xi X Xi

(@) Initial search stage (b) Convergence stage (c) Search termination

Fig.5 Shrinkage of active search domain

4. FILTYXL

RETHTEOT NV TY AL %7RF. ARDE TlE 2 B Tl 7z DE DA T /LT X AIZHIT 5 (STEPL)
~(STEP2-4)35 L ONSTEP3), (STEP4)23 [ U Ch D 7-th, A N2 5 (STEP2-4) LAREIZ DV TR, 7272 L(STEPY)
IZBWTE 2 BOBRERT A—XITMAT, Hizlla &g #XET D, £ L TLLFIRT (STEP2-6)03& T L7
5 2 #ED(STEP3) ~BEId 5.

(STEP2-5) HikMABOENEAR A o &y ZFHR L, X ARDD. 0, B oy & FEISTND D HiE

5.
i <Oimin = O = O nin (13)
(STEP2-6) &XElA%fmIZ, X (7), (8) 2DV ZHuL & L, KEAZH.OE LcfEo FTFREA
Kb, FID 4 SOMHEN CENMRFEIROES TR E 70D L 212 (9), (10) ZHWTHEESRE
i ERRAE - FERMEZREL, X (1) O X ) ITHRREREZRET D.

5. HEFHE
REM BN 218 U TGRS TIRET 5 FEORMEZBFT 5. AU CIEA 2R R IR D2 T3 3
A2 DE IZH 72 BT HoWEEMERT 572, ARDE & AMERIER DA T 21772\ il @ DE CTHUEFH %
1Tolz. AL TIESE L Liz ARPSO OEUEFEFER & DOHBIIMI A TH/ -7, ZAUTIE L OIZB~R
72 & 912, PSO M HRITEES S WHREIKOEFERER TH Y, —FHTDEIXT > ¥ 2MMEEZ R & L= AMEER D
PRER G ATREZR 2 S RIFFRRIE T H 728, ARPSO & ARDE TIEZEARIIEROMENRR D=0 Th D



FTRTOBAEFHFFI T, ZBRERREF=07, ZXHECr=05 & L, FREHEOMERL CRE L 125 /3T A—H 1T,
& =001 (RIEHIKID 1%) & LT, GEOFEAZEZ 10 [FET L7z, 7236800 T CIIMEYERA (Standard Deviation)
% SD LW&FLT D,

5.1 AMRREHOEL
AMRFR A DAL 2 WU T 5720, K(14), (15)TH A b5 Schwefel BEEE V5. BEBORRT & F&
R 6 12T

f (x) = 418.9829n +Zn:{— X, sin \/M}% min (14)

-500 < x <500 (15)

KA EfEIE xie = 420.9687 (i=12,---,n) THV, TOLETOHMBEKMIZI0 THDH. £< DRFTHIRKE
NG £ TCEY, ARDE O X 9 IZHIHIRREEKIC & Do FICIMBEROER & L EM L= EThUE, /B
FTRIRCGEARIC & & DT RIREGEM DR RS CE 5. AMERERO /b=, #EEROKIT2 &
L, B E 20, AR E 100 & LR, BRBBROBIREZX 712, AORREROZ(LO—F% X 8
WORT. EEEH RO REAR 1L ITRT.

f (%)

2000
1600
1200
800
400
0

Global minimum

Local minimum

Fig.6 The behavior and contour of objective function

300 Table1 Result of Schwefel function
250 ARDE | DE
£ 200 Y ot
= H e=®=-DE Best objective 2.55E-05| 2.55E-05
o 1 $ - -
g 50 " —e— ARDE Worst ob1ecu_ve _ 2.55E-05| 2.55E-05
o 100 \ Mean value of objective | 2.55E-05| 2.55E-05
50 \ SD of objective 6.74E-09| 8.33E-09
0 Average of function call 1528 1588

0 10 20 30 40 50
Iteration

Fig.7 Convergence of objective function
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Fig.8 Change of search domain through search process

X7 735, ARDE (RN & FUOERHEC DE &0 b RUVMERIEZ KD S Z ENTE TIN5, M8 T, £
FROMELI SOV T LA B L7208 & RAGAifR 2 96 R DR T- 0N R CIUL S . AR SR BRI ST D 1R
[FICIEENE E Th o7, ZORKIMIFAEAR A TR L TH D, FERNOEETHIN & i BT T
fi/ L COERT D DS,

5.2 WEHREILEE

R BB RO RE 22 F~— 2 REE B 2 5. (AW F~—7 BB eE) . PR
% 30 5, BORIRFRIEEL Kax =500 & U7c. RBMEREZ LIRS 5720, BRMRRFELZEE L 72V i@ O DE Tt
ITLTERER & B CHUER R ORs F %2 2K 2~5 1R

IHDH DOFERNG, AFSCTHIRET 5 FEXEF O DE L bbhnwT r o7 vgra—L (BRIEEED
BRI CRIIRGEFE A RO D Z ENTE TR, BEDENRM ELTNDZ Enbns. - HREHIED
WY, ERRZES/NSREL o TWD T2, LERNC RIS REMEOIRR M TON TS Z L ivbnsd . A
TR F~— 7 BRI ZIEMEDN I Lo 720, RIS AT & JRFTHI BB O BB TV =Y, Rk
S TR B RN R DA L STV TR EOBMERT LD THSH. DL 5 ZRRIETH RIRHR
SRR T 72 DI MR R MEZR IS AR CHEENTATOIVT, EROSAEM 2 HERF U7- F F SN
IThhTWbizdtEILNS.

Table2 Result of 2" minima function Table 3 Result of Griewank function

ARDE DE ARDE DE
Best objective -391.661657| -391.661657 Best objective 3.95E-09| 4.23E-09
Worst objective -391.661654| -391.661654 Worst objective 1.93E-08| 2.16E-08
Mean value of objective | -391.661656| -391.661655 Mean value of objective | 1.05E-08| 1.19E-08
SD of objective 5.42E-07 6.75E-06 SD of objective 3.54E-09| 4.03E-09
Average of function call 8250 10611 Average of function call 8091 10242




Table 4 Result of Ackley function Table5 Result of Michalewics function

ARDE DE ARDE DE
Best objective 1.71E-07 2.97E-07 Best objective -4.68766| -4.68766
Worst objective 2.54E-06 2.66E-06 Worst objective -4.68765( -4.68765
Mean value of objective 1.29E-06 1.46E-06 Mean value of objective | -4.68766| -4.68766
SD of objective 5.69E-07 5.82E-07 SD of objective 1.86E-06( 1.90E-06
Average of function call 12633 14082 Average of function call 4029 4311
5.3 a4 I)LISanEER/IMERA

ik (14) THY BT b TnD aA TR0 ERi/MEGIIEEZ B 2 5. ZORBIE, PREDR R

DR 2T 5 12 DI 2 s RIS L FE T LIZ LIV DR BRI TH 5 B9, a3 v 1 ¥
DERA(=X,), TANVOFHERED(=X,), TANVDEHN(=X,) THY, T XTHEHRER THD. At
BT OR (16) ~ (23) DL HITERILSND. PREREEZ 20 & U, HRARHRENLA 500 & L CRMRE L2 &
S ORRZ, MONTEHRE &0, R 6ITRT. Ak, HRIRMAI~T T B s LTy, 3Gk (13) ©FF
Lat LTz
f(X)=(2+%;) X’ x, = min (16)
9, (X)=1-x3x, /(71785x,) <0 (17)
4x% — x,x 1
gZ(X): 2 :;;L 2 4 2 _1SO (18)
12566(x,x; — ;) 5108x;
140.45x
g5(x)=1-———+<0 (19)
X3
Xl 2
g,(x)=——=-1<0 (20)
0.05<x, £2.00 (21)
0.25<x, <1.30 (22)
2.00<x, <150 (23)
Table 6 Comparison of results of minimum weight design of tension/compression spring
Design Variables Best solutions found
Arora® | Coello® | Ray®® | ARPSO"® | DE | This study
X1(d) 0.053396 0.05148| 0.050417| 0.051679| 0.051668 0.051638
x2(D) 0.039918 0.351661| 0.321532| 0.356477 0.35620 0.35549
x3(N) 9.1854| 11.632201| 13.979915| 11.299395 11.320 11.362
g1(x) 0.000019( -0.00208| -0.001926| -0.000037| -1.01E-02| -1.06E-06
ga(x) -0.000018[ -0.00011| -0.012944| -0.000008| -5.29E-06| -6.53E-06
g3(x) -4.123832| -4.026318| -3.89943| -4.054976| -4.0527 -4.0513
g4(x) -0.698283| -0.731239| -0.752034| -0.727895| -0.72809 -0.72858
f(x) 0.01273| 0.012705 0.01306]  0.012661| 0.012665 0.012665
Average of f (x) N/A[ 0.012769| 0.013436] 0.012675| 0.012666 0.012666
Worst of f (x) N/A| 0.012822 0.01358| 0.012696| 0.012668 0.012667
SD of f (x) N/A|  3.94E-05 N/A 1.17E-05 4.75E-07 4.00E-07
Function call N/A 900000 1291 5804 6880 5900
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5.4 BEZOIR FR/IMEMRE

Sk (17) IS DIEEERO a X M/ MERTEAEZ 2 5. K9 ICHkIBR LT D82 E2 7. BRI (24)
25D X ICEHEROERICHMER STV O3 A MR ¢, NI bDThD. REVERITERESO~E
h(=x,), BETLIESI(=x,), XY OWE-HEt(=x,), b(=x,) P 4>Thsb. Fi-flEHFIZGAIA (25),
(26) THD. HIKISMHZL, 120 OEAWISHRLMITINS), T2, BEETHL. Thba (27) ~ (41)
(R, 22T =674135[$ /m’), c, =2935.85[$/m°], L =357[mm], = 93.769[MPa], o, = 206.84[MPa],
J,..=6.35[mm], P=26689kN], E=206.84[GPa], G =82737[GPa] T 5. {F#Hriki#% 20, HALRFEEIEL%E 500
& LT DE & ARDE T L7ofEH%, o STERICEE S5 B0 L TR 7 1R T

F 7LV ARDE 137 77 vra ra—npvbinl, BERPRIRINTH D Z ENVornnd. Rifio A WTaoHE
Bh/MERBEORER L GO TEX D L, ARDE [IAHKIBELRBICK L THARITH L EERABND.

max

f(X) = ¢, XX, +C, XX, (L +X,) (24)
254<x,<50.8 (i=14) (25)
254<x,<254 (i=2,3) (26)
gl(x):T(X)_Tmax <0 (27)
gZ(X):O-(X)_O-max <0 (28)
g;(X) =%, =X, <0 (29)
g,(x)=3.175-x, <0 (30)
gS(X):5(X)_5max <0 (31)
9s(x)=P-P,(x)<0 (32)
r@):J&Y+2fH§§+@02 (33)
' =P/ (2x,X,) (34)
"=MR/J (35)
M =P(L +(x, /2)) (36)

R_ /L(m) (37)
4 2
XXy | X2 (X, + X 2

Jzz{f[lf[ 2 j” %)

o(x)=6PL/(x,X2) (39)

5(x) = 4PL® /(Ex3x,) (40)

P, (x) = 4.013,/EG(x2X? /36) [1 X \/% ] @)

L2 2L



Fig.9 Design problem of welded beam

Table 7 Comparison of results of welded beam design

Design Variables Best solutions found
Ray and Liew!"® | He et al*® | Wang and Yin®” DE ARDE

x1(h) [mm] 6.2087 6.2070 6.2070 6.2067 6.2068
Xo(1) [mm] 158.44 157.92 157.92 157.91 157.93
X 3(t) [mm] 210.53 210.60 210.60 210.63 210.61
X4(0) [mm] 6.2120 6.2070 6.2070 6.2069 6.2069
g1(x) [Pa] -22346E+01 -1.9262 -1.6981 -354.96 -2215.6
g2(x) [Pa] -22376 -3.5293 -4.0282 -47426 -19434
g3(x) [mm] -3.2488E-03| 0.0000E+00 0.0000E+00| -1.4073E-04| -1.0780E-04
g 4(x) [mm] -3.0337 -3.0320 -3.0320 -3.0317 -3.0318
g5(x) [mm] -5.9496 -5.9497 -5.9497 -5.9499 -5.9498
gs(X)[N] -58.180| -1.3745E-03 -1.3968E-03 -1.1409 -0.47144
f(x)[$] 2.3854 2.3810 2.3810 2.3810 2.3810
Function call 40000 30000 30000 8100 7560
Average of f (x) 3.2551 2.3819 2.3810 2.3813 2.3811
Worst of f (x) 6.3997 N/A 2.3810 2.3815 2.3813
Standard Deviaton of f (x) 0.959 5.24E-03 1.14E-05 1.28E-04 5.92E-05

5.5 HEHEOFELD

RET 5 TEITETE O DE 12, DA FHREECCRIERMNCREE B < RIMREFZRD 5 Z LR TE T
%. DE TIXERFIMOT o LI L0, BERITH & U COMEERIC b L OMEIRWER DM TN 50, REF
O A IRR RN F IR RS 2 G AR O E TEET 5700, AMREEREZ A D Z LN T, 4b
TR A~ORR AW 70, F I RIRR ORH C RO T2 RFTISEFI R RADNBE L2545 Th, FE
& RPN E ST TNZY, HAWTIEREDIES DENKEN-T-0 T HEE, I IERE
BRI U, 2 U OEME E I BRI E, RIEOIEG 007 7o TE L XL, 1ZUDTHRER
DOEFEN B X AIRRERIINE N5, OO RPFMIEREMREORICE £ 5 2 L7, KRIEMR#EEE KD
HZEWTEDHEEZD, Fi2, 52 HiTH-T-MEIZEI LT, Michalewics Bz Br< X F~—7 IR L
T, ARREEZEE (km=1000) L, BRESHE 20, BGHEAEOHE 20 & L7284, ARDE (28T Rk
M fE 56 LT & 2RO S Wz biviz. 5.2 fi Tl 7= RIBICRE Ui, ARFEOA DRI A0
NI10 BREORMBEE TLEZLND. 2B, THRERL) TIE, EROYIDICHRET HIBRE MR F L 22X Cr
%, PRERRPUTIG U CTHBIWIZHIEIT 22208 Thn TR Y, BE O F~—7 EIN RSN THDR, 7
7 vara— (R L RRIERBERORE) 3R TRE Lo AT ERIC S WD, —ick
BT 5 Z LIINEECH LD, FEfRERODETONE (Trrrara—iL) #FETIUL, Rl TRE
LIcHEOFEIMEO—ImIER TE 26D EEZHND.



6. #&

AL TIE, JeATIFE Cdb 5 fElE R Particle Swarm Optimization (ARPSO) % %3512, fEH)SE Differential
Evolution (ARDE) #4124 L7-. 2% 2 Tkl DE (KRGO L) R, % L kAN DR S
NDE PRI A B L TR AT S . ZOAZGERERIE ARPSO OHlfye ERAMOETE 472 L, K
ROEHSMEFIH LU TR S, FRIFRRAE LR L2 D L 7> T D, BEFIEIERFERORKE R
LEBEnEN AL L Uil ERE DD T ORI Z R D Z L 23 TE, DE OFF-OSMifEE
B RBICEDRRBROSAREZHERE Lo E ERREATH LN FRETH D, BEHAEFZE L, fHHE=2 b (7
77 arya—\L) & N OORPTIREAEDRE RICH £ b TIRE R < KIS EFL H R T 5 2 L0k
WTET.

b

f+ &

T - T R L RE A2 DL IR, R BLL N ClIRE 5ot n 15,
(P1) 2" minima %%
RIS fdifigl 3 n =10 T xg =(-2.90354,---,-2.90354)" , D & & D HAIBIEIHIT f (x;)=-391.661T
%, KWIOE 21En=10 DRAOHFRRTH 2.

f(x) =%Zn:(xi4 —16x? +5%,) — min (A1)

5<x<5 (A2)

(P2) Griewank B8%&
RIRAIeifi#iE n = 10 Txg =(0,0,--,0)", D& XD EMREMIEIL f(x,)=0ThD. KiHLDFE 3
IZn=10 DHFEDOHEFEFRTH H.

13 . X; .
f(x)=1+—» %’ —| | cos(==) — min (A3)
09 =L g5 2% ] [t )
~10<x <10 (A4)

(P3) Ackley B&%%
R EGE#IE n = 10 Txg =(0,0,---,0)7, TD L&D HMBEEIL f(x,)=0 THDH. AiLDk 4
IZn=10 DHFEDOHEFEFRTH H.

f (x) = 22.71828 — 20exp[-0.2 /lz x2]- exp[lz:cos(zzrxi )] = min (A5)
Nz NI

-30<x<30 (A6)

(P4) Michalewics BE%k%
AFHILTIEn=5 & U THE L, Kisiffid x, = (2.202906,1.570796,1.284992,1.923059,1.720470)"
THY, D& EORAMBIEIEL f (xg) =—-4.687658 TH 5.

f(x) =—isin(xi)x{5in(£)} — min (A7)
i1 4

0<x<rx (A8)
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