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ATHH ETM é’H—)ﬂ W5 A A, B AL T A-DISEA %t T —ANH Bk T 2 AL H 5 (DisPSO), 2K & %A1 A1 A
BPSO. HBDE #= DisPSO % K& 45 B & B Andr 3o {0-1) 34 & 9 42,38 it 53+ 42 R ey b3 & 9: BPSO.
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Design and Applications of Discrete Evolutionary Algorithm Based on Encoding
Transformation
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Abstract: In order to solve a combinatorial optimization problem in discrete domains by using evolutionary algorithms, draw lessons
from the design concept of genetic algorithm (GA), binary particle swarm optimization (BPSO) and binary differential evolution with
hybrid encoding (HBDE), we propose a simple and practical method for designing discrete evolution algorithm based on the idea of
mapping transformation. This method is named Encoding Transformation Method (ETM). A framework of discrete evolution algorithm
named A-DisEA is advanced by using a simple and effective encoding conversion function. For illustrating the practicability and

effectiveness of ETM, a discrete particle swarm optimization (DisPSO) algorithm based on ETM is proposed. Then, we use GA, BPSO,
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HBDE and DisPSO to solve the set union knapsack problem (SUKP) and the discounted {0-1} knapsack problem (D{0-1}KP),
respectively. The results show that for SUKP and D{0-1}KP, the discrete evolutionary algorithms based on ETM, i.e. BPSO, HBDE and
DisPSO have better performance than GA. this indicates that the ETM is not only a feasible method, but also a very practical and efficient
method.

Key words: discrete evolutionary algorithm; encoding transformation; set union knapsack problem; discounted {0-1} knapsack problem

AL 5% (Evolutionary algorithms,EAs)!' L& — S 8 A 5075 3 0 B4R SUR A 5 BT 50 5 MO o AN 22
R H bR R BB SE, IF HLAE B WAE B & R AT YRR R 10 4 R F- U0 B8 1.4 B EAs 7 18 4% B9 (Genetic
algorithm,GA), i 7 BEAL 4k (Particle swarm optimization,PSO)P!, #4351k (Differential evolution,DE)™, i f
4k (Ant colony optimization, ACO)FI A T 1 # (Artificial fish swarm, AFS)%s CLgl )32 B A F g itk . B
FEhl. BUEAE . w5, Aatmih. B9, BGR . N DA A, Pl A Pl I fEG
Ab 3 S AR O,

VLR, T EAs TESRRALAL 1) B A (¥ s B2 A, 51 S 7 ANATT IR KOG, 43 4 il i 45475 1 48 57 o AR M A
BIAT Bt S 200G S B B B S M AR B HY T 3% 0\ T MSE (Artificial bee colony, ABC)M'Y %k difik
(Firefly algorithm,FFA)!"?! JH4¢ 532 (Fireworks algorithm, FWA)!'3, B i {1t 4k (Fruit fly optimization, FFO)!'! JK R
4k (Grey wolf optimizer, GWO)!"), A .3 5 % (Artificial algae algorithm, AAA)!' I A8 BE AL AL (Pigeon-inspired
optimization,PIO)!' V45 ¥ 22 5 il Ak B ik, BAR K SmB BB I4R HUE K T BEAs %, AR EAs sRIGAS [Al 445,
AR A I R R A T B 2 R AT AT 5, (HRIERMURZ L EAs BTAFTE ISR 2, BIBR T GA F1 ACO BAAR, K
o3 B FOE TR R gl b ) BUE AR AL 1 AN B A e TR AR B O B A R IR LR T R IR
AFNIUR, AT IS O A 09 1 etk 0 AT 2%, 32 7 P Rl AT AT O 2 — O vR LS PO S0 IR A VR ) kAL B
T, HB 8 AT 0 2 B bR R, DL SR IR A A A 1 R SR AR G SCHER[ 1 8TR T B e AR N E S
H SRR EHE X ABC MEME T, S 7 —DRERAKRE SR S E ABCCHR[19)FHER S . 2%
BB ABC ML SRGEBE, =T —/N AR AR oA 19 UK B 0 ABC. L 7V IR B R A RE R
TIE 3B 5592 24 A SR A S92k 1) T A R e T ELAS JEL A 3 PR P 5 — T i R DO R R i A B 1 A B R AR )
e Bt g AN AT 7 (14 S T B S — A 0-1 1 B, o S TG R 2 A A i (49 T ) AP DR B S 7 25 )
R B SR AR G SCHRR[201 0] A BCRE 545 2 32 S0 R R 50K — AN S B G S 0-1 i 3R T — SRRt
A1) R BS B ABC; SCHR[21]7 H 43 B R O — AN ST s R o 0-1 [ J2 1 — A kil 22 40 AL Bk
HBDE.3X — J7 i WA AU AN REAE (R 455 J5L 4 S503k 10 Bi G R eke Tf FELJELAG AR Bef 100388 P P AR SR IS — b 31
MEESEEEeEE GA. ZHEHEIRFREALLBPSO)PIRLE A IR A gn i i — 3k 1) 2 438 /L (HBDE) 2 45 5
e A AR R — BOVE, 5 L — ol 2 1] 2 IR ST DR B R ) (LA 0-1 ] ) I 1] B U7 925 R L R T R AL L (ETM) 1
TH 5 B0 AL B (Discrete evolutionary algorithm, DisEA)F— BHESE SR 52T ETM A T — AN S ok 7 BEAL
1k 593 (DisPSO), i i 4 4 & £ % 75 60,19 3 (Set union knapsack problem, SUKP)P*XVAIT 1 {0-1} 75 £ i J5i
(Discounted {0-1} knapsack problem, D {0-1}KP)!**"4 (1 5 fig 56 UF FI Fl ETM & i1 DisEA [ 52 F Mk 5 4 2k

ACAEHE 1 15y MR T GA. BPSO 1 HBDE A Sz 3 4 A8 4 46 BT 5 FH ) ool S % JF 1 B PR DL 7R 28 2 1 v,
57 7 GA. BPSO Fl HBDE A 4l % 4 s A — Bk, 25 8 1 — Flols ST ) s By S e 0 () & R 17 B0 07 7%, 42
7T gAY 3607 % ETM it DisEA i) — U8 S, JFEE T ETM 43t 17— AN B ok 1 B/ 5% DisPSO.
E55 3 14> 5F ] BPSO. HBDE Al DisPSO Kfit SUKP £ D{0-1}KP, i@it 5 GA FH Mt B LR i H 4%
LERIRAE 1 26T ETM Wi A0 B8 S0 A VR AE SR KPP 10) {80 T A bkt e, DAL B BAFIH ETM &1 DisEA
WIS SE M. &G, B8ORS G — BT LT .
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1 RADEE#HEIE

1.1 GARHY#REDEE 1R EIE

8% H%(Genetic algorithm, GA)>?*Vj& Holland #3% T 1975 445 5 A Wit Ak A B2 HH 1K) — R s A0 S0, 2
B R AR A SR . — T B T EE A . AR ML) BRI . i R0 2 RROR 1
FILIR GA L R EE R =M TS XE T BRE SRRSO, e e
FIAFAT 2 R A ) (s 35 50 PR T 48 IR DS BT VAN AR FE5R 1 5 2% SCRR[28] 7 ik,

FERI T GA SRAREUE Ak i IR, — B m FiT 0-1 17 8 T2 5, 33 A a0 200K L 3 48 ol — N 380 il A 1)
A S B 1) R, OO AN AR R AT T 10 DR A R ST SR R LB AR X AT XXX, o X
X2lsee XX 1 X € {0,139, B FTRE LI AR 1 BN Y=[y1.p0,...0a)s FeH mE[LL UL, Li<U; HoNSE#,i=1,2,...d,
d N R 4ER A GA ¥ dik 4k 0-1 [ X B0 d 4ESCEA B Y RO 90 A5 55 A6 B BUN IS Woa, T Y=P6A(X)

HXF i=1,2,....d f:
_ k i—1 U[- _Li
v, =L+ (ijlxﬂ’ )—2k . )

Helt, 5 = (U, — 1))@ -)FoR S 0 HESr i y, 05 BRI SR, o R MBSO 40,13 S0 %A T [L,,U,]

B AN G AR E R Y Ty MGRESRS FEA 6, 2R, o AT BLE 1 — AN XU

GA FI AL HF P AR BT A A XE {0,115 R FH LR W SRAG &% R A i) 5 Y, R AT Y (0 s o 8 %A
K X BEAT PR, AR VR A 45 AU 5 2 1 42 R B O by BT DA M B S bR W 7E GA I S R 1)
B (AR A H AN R AR AL
1.2 BPSOHHI4mIBEs # B8

TR A K (Particle swarm optimization,PSO)*' L& t Kennedy 1 Eberhart 75 1995 #1& Hi (15— Fh i b 5i%,
S A SRARYR T B A8 S S SRS AR W AR TR i AR 4 RS LE PSO R BN R (MR B A — A AT
FEFI—AN7 B I WL 07 B 2 75 A7 SR A 10 R — AN T L . PSO R F 1k B2 i 07 R AN T MO8 1 1 R AT
AR 988 JF T e LT PR T L B A A B A 1 2 R, DA S B B 1 A T AR

WRF B EEN V=[vi,va...vql, B2 BN X=[x1,%0,....%4], P=[p1,p2seeespal & 78 KL T W [ 5 &% 45 12
B .G=[21.82....ga] %7~ PSO M4 JRy e it A0 B H b v € [LV, UVLLV<UV; B oNSEHL, x;, py, g€ [LX;, UX],LX<UX,;
B A5d=1,2,....d, d NI B 4EEL I PSO AR K (2) 305 (3) 20 Sz IR 738 5 5 A 3 1) 58 3.

viEvte *ri*(px) ey *(gx;) (2)
XVt S
Horbj=1.2,....d; r~U0,1)5 ry~U(0,1) P AR AT (I BEHLEG ¢y R ep 9NIE 5 A AE 0~2 2 8] HUH.

NT R R PSO K AE — oAk 1 8, Kennedy Al Eberhart!®1F 1997 4F 48 Hi T — 3k il 3ok 52 9% (Binary
particle swarm optimization,BPSO).7E BPSO A1 KT HI E V=[v|,v,...,va| T I R RE N ViE[-4,4],4 &—
AN IES2H; BT B B —A 0-1 [AE X=[x,xs,...,x4] € {0,1 Y B KL 568 B 5 38 5 R AT (2) 3%, bi 1 B4 B
BB 7 R O H (4) TSR

)

J

B 0, sig(v,)<n;
1, otherwise;
Horsig(o)=1/(1+e™) A R 3,r~U(0,1) 72 — M BEFLEL.
7 BPSO i 2 R 1 IO B SR bR R — AN N 4L 25 8] [-4,4]° - BB B 18] {0,119 (Mt Wapso SEIRL
19,81 X=¥pso(V), Fe i X 14— 4500 & x; B V AR5 & v U (4) ORI 58 . B8, U Papso /& BPSO 11 4
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T2 6 PR B30, B — N i, 5 ELTE b O R 5 6 B () L ) ) 2 IRV R S 3 B AR A .
1.3 HBDEAH R 4mi3stiB18

#4384k (Differential evolution,DE)*** /& Rainer Storn Fl Kenneth Price T 1997 £ AR i 7] bb %5 % 2 1
T2 10— P A B0, 2 — P e T S8 g A PR B A B0 AR 5 0 G T SRR T 8 3 b 1K) e R0 A T 8L 5 —
Jes IEEE A R FE P R LR, 5142 1 1 N 40222 185G 13 DE #hAL SR B8 i e F 22 e MR EH AR — A
AL IR A I R AN AR 2 AR T SRR 4 2, B AR FFRAANA AR AL E DE 1 10 PR 7 SR K
“DE/r/1/bin”{ F 5 2, 9 6 N T 2= T U A AR iR DE 385 22 AN 44 3 20 77 A v TR AN 1) 77 5.

B X=[X11:X12, - X1, X0=[ %2162, . %24 ], X5=[X31,X32, ... . X3q] /& DE FEEF AT X=[x1,x,,..., x| FI = E A
5 AN, V=101, v, . v A BT AN XA R TRIANA, 3y, o, X3, X3,0 € [L Uil j=1.2,. . odod 9 0] R 4E KL, ) o
[N v R R T A (5) 207 2.

(5)

Vj:

{xlj+F*(x2j—x3j), if <CRv j=R(®)

X, otherwise

o, 0<F<1 FRAEA T r~U(0,1)2 —AMHEHLELG CR FRONE R 7, H CRE(0,1); RG)Z[1,n] EII—ABEHL
IEE

N7 FIFH DE SR AF otk 1) 7,5 5 2 NI G A0 e e B H B R T B TR A gD 1) ) 2
433 AL 5% HBDE./E HBDE AR & M X 5 i ANMA ¥ 7E[-4, 41% FEUE, 4 2 — AN 1E S8 R84 T (5) =%
FAAE AR VAR, BIN A 0-1 [V B Y=[y,va,...,va] € {0,1} AR X6 BT A7 19 598 1) 985 76 A, Y ) P gk
W Y= PuppeO R B KT 8 yi(=1.2,...d)'5 x; ZIANRXT 6 &R LT =

yj:{I’ s et (6)

0, otherwise

5 W5 Y=Wppe(X) R M 423 (8] [-4,4] BB B A 18] {0,114 B9 — N5, B0 ME X B S50 2 4 i 45
e 0-1 & Y AE 9 @ e AR, 3 LRI A Y 19 B bR R BUE RN X 18 25,528 T DE 78 — o4 i) jR
i AR LA

2 —Fhi%it DisEA ISR S ERENE

2.1 ETHRDHEHREEMDISEAR T A

TV GA H T H0AS 8] e S 1) 3% 40 2 R) L O 4 T 2% 3 SR B0 W, 8 /2 BPSO Hll HBDE HY W& 5245 7] i 5
B B0 1) 1) B 4 4 bR B Papso FH Phppe, B TTE S P kS BI04 F 2 58 4 — 8O, 382 0 7 H0A e 4 i 5
A T SR T AT AR B A AR S X P g P B B B AE T IR ik R R B R AVGE TR AR
I Ak 1R R AL B (0 PSO. DE. ABC Al FFA %), 7] A 2 4 R 4 e bR BN 3 4 25 18) B — A B R 1E
S

B E) SRR A A Y R AL F 1D FE 8 2 IV 2 AR5 SR AR 1) 830 ) 98 7 AR R 11 52 2 = (] B AT TR R K
E 3| E, LI — N miDiE R 50 wa WL A B UL 5 1R R 2 0 % #9%:(Encoding transformation method,
ETM). —fAB0 T, B Wy A= — AN R B0 SR 03 S To 52 AN A ISP 0 4 J3 T 55, i R
BE 5 TSI P SR A B S B TLE.

AT et I PSO. DE. AFS. ABC I FFA 3 AL SR T AT i M {0,1,...,n-1}¢ (Forb n22) i) o 4
TR i) B () 20 A I Al S B8 4 T AT AR R {0,134 HR R d 4E 0-1 1) X SUKP il 81, ] AT R 49 {0,1,2,3}¢ |- d 458!
M) 5 (1) D{0-1}KP [ #, N IR 35 A i L/ES 5, & % BPSO M HBDE ik i+ B4 H— AW siE A B % T2
TLA 9 L 55 30 BB B Whiska-
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P B AAL W R AT AT B9 Y=[y1,02-...val € {0,1,...,n-1}4 Ferh n>2,d 9 10 BB 4 8.5 EAs T ME X B4
Mo d 4B B X=[xx,. o xd ) E[-A44], j=12,..dA4 & — A IE S B, TR e B 4t
Vhisea:[-4,41°—{0,1,...,n-1}% n>2, SHEE XE[-4,4]°, Y=Ppisea(X) B3 2.

0, if x,e[-A-A+2xAdxay);
v,=1k, if x,e[-A+2x4xY o ~A+2%4%> " @) 1<k<n-2 @
n-1, if x,e[-A+2%x4%Y a4l

Horp ay(j=0,1,...,n-1) 20 & 5% AF agton+...Fa, =1 H 0<a;<1 (155 45L.

B 5 L Poiea X —4E0 8y 2 — A B EL T XA [-4,4] 5 B n AN/ X ) L=[-A,-A+24%ap),
[=[-A+24%aq, -A+2A%(0g00)), ..., Tya=[-A+2A4%(0+. ..+ 0 3), ~AF2A%(0+. .+ 0)), Ty =[-A+24%(0+...+ar0), A],
Moy x € LA y=k.

FEH R (7R A2 KM agtort.. Fon =1 H 0<¢;<l (B ag,04,....00 B LEAS, WHATIEELEATRE 2
Whisea LILHIOCHE S B BRI & x; 7E[-4,4) ERENLY S AT HE X Ry RE A2 — A e 1 &,
R FRATT AT UL =1/ (=0,1,...,n-1), F /& (7) 3 fa 16 A

0, if x,el-4,-A+2%A4/n),
v, =1k, i x; e[—A+2k*A/n—A+2(k+1)*A/n),1<k<n-2; ®)
n=1, if x,e[-A+2(n-1)*A/n,A4].

WL Poiea: [-4,4] ‘0,1, n- 13— N S S8 T o6 d SR AN d 4R R T BE N
Wit DisEA $AE T — AN 5 T AT 1) g A 7 45 07 V5.

TR BPSO F1 IR ET Wapso« HBDE IS Phppe BA N BABCER rb {1 2 i 5 46 B8 B0 N Wisra Y
Bt T UL W R Ppiea 25T ETM #438 DisEA, F % O A S A5 A A BT ETM Mk B B
AL A-DisEA 1) — S5 HE 4.

2 1. A-DisEA

Input: AR B SLBI AY), 3 YE {0,1,...,n-1}% 510 A IS5

Output:  SARAMFBOLMABRARAE Y'=[y1", 2 .ovd TR AY).

1 BENLE A WIEFRE P(0)={X;(0)=[x1(0),x1(0),..., xig(0)] E[-4,4]|I<i<N};

2 Y(0)—hiea(Xi(0)), 1<i<N;  //AHSEANER Xi(0)%F B 6 figt

3 MRS AY(0)HE PO BTN B0)=[5(0),65(0),...,bg(0) | F1 4 BT e IFf# Y7 (0); te—1;

4 while(t<MaxIt) do

5 FIFHE: A BB T2 AR BE P(O={X()=[x:1 (), x12(D), .., xia(£)] € [-4,A]Y1<i<N};

6 Yi(t)—Prisea(Xi(0)), 1<i<N; /AR Xi(6)%F 0L ) B TE MR

7 RAE AV PO)UP() U ... UPQ)TFEALNE B(e)=[b1(£),b2(D),....ba(1 K1 24 1 BLUFME V' (2);
8 te—t +1;

9  end while

10 return(Y"(Maxlt), {Y" (Maxlt))).

TERE 1 MaxIt 52 HFk AR e — BOR YR d 1R BURE A 5k A P2 AT — AR R I R 52 2% A
T(A), 75 B B E AY) RIS TR 24 T, M % A-DisEA FIR A1 2% B 5N Maxit*(T(A)+O(d*N)+N*T(f)).
2.2 ETETMRIERN FHEALEE

BPSO. HBDE #1 BABC [ 4 i %% 4 i (35 R 4 — A S fum) |56 09 0-1 [ &, e F T T RE
JCA AR AL LB SUKP ] #1424 7 o il 8 P20 Al il A2 1 1) B DS I AN 52 4538 A TSR R AT AT R A
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£0,1,...,n-134 (n>3) g — AN EE 4 2 (0 AL A A A ) RO A 571 0, il REDSD Rt R T T A-DisEA HEZE R
H PSO 4 —ANFETF ETM MO Bk 7 BEO0 40 532 DisPSO, LA W 4 Al C A7 AL B8 T ETM #oidisk
FR AL IS 20 A A0 ) R 0 5 B L BV
8 ViO)=[vi(0),viat),. . via(0)] € [-4,4]* 71 DisPSO (155 ¢ AR P(e)h 58 § ANRLF I AT S B, e (A
LN X(O=[xi(0)Xi2(D)s. .. Xig(D]E {0,1,...,n-1}4 (n>3), % 75 BT 3R AR W) B3 — A 04T iR (B8 76 ). L Aid
Pi(O=[pu(t),pia()s-...pia(D] € {0,1,...,n-1} R i ASFLF [ 1] 52 B b A7 L G(D=[21(0),€2(0)s -+, ga(D] € {0, 1,...,n-1}¢
N POYUP()U .. UP®E) T I 4 R & AL B MaxIt S 5 1 IE AR B W S F 8 KA A b W 8 Max
AX),XE (0,1,...,n-1}4 (n>3),DisPSO M5k P A 1 iR n -
H¥E 2. DisPSO
Input:  Max AX)—/NS26], 540 4 (9148, L& PSO S 4UE.
Output:  FNMBEE UL G(MaxIf) € {0,1,...,n-1}4 Rl AG(MaxlIt)).
BE ML= A W1 UG FhEE P0)={V(0)=[v;1(0),v2(0),..., via(0)] € [-4,A]Y|1<i<N};
Xi(0)—Wpisea(Vi(0)), FHARYE AX(0)HfIE Py(0), 1<i<N;
e P(O)H (4 SR B U B G(0); 14—0;
while(r<MaxlIt) do
for i—1 to N do
for j—1toddo /AR t+1 AKFEE P(+1)
vi(tr D e—vig(O)+er*r *(pi(0)-x (D)) Hea 2 *(gi(0)-xi;(0);
end for
Xi(t+1)—Prisea(Vi(1+1)), FHRHE X+ E Pi(e+1);
10 end for
11 i€ PO)UP(HU ... UPE+D) 4 R IRIFALE G(+1);
12 t—t+1;
13 end while
14 return(G(Maxlt), (G(MaxlIt))).
TERE 2 W B i e R 3 Poisea IR ELI; S8 s oy o B o 5 PSO WIS SUSE A0, S48 4
BIE B Wpisea FHEIH n (0K /NRTE, n 8K A BEERK . — M, 24 n=4 BI W HL 4=3.0.5) &1, DisPSO [ &% ET
) & 2% BE A O(MaxIt*(d+T())*N)), T(HF 7~ 1H 5 R EUE A K TR & 24 B .

3 EfIHESEEE

H AT, 2 8B GA CBUNET B3 BE MR B bR e Rk, o8 T U 2T ETM #Mi& 1) DisEA 7EK
i 4H A DR Ak 1 FBUR P BE A 95, AT R A BPSO A1 HBDE 3K fi# SUKP 1] 8, FI F] DisPSO Kf#t D{0-1}KP [ i,
EiTS5 GA WitHEEREBRIECIIRMEMERE. Fra i+ 8 Acer Aspire E1-570G ZEiCA M4 E & N
Intel(R) Core(TM)i5-3337u CPU-1.8GHz, 4GB DDR3 W 47(3.82GB 1] l),#:1E & 4i N Microsoft Windows 8,/
C++15 5 4ufE SLIL% B 9 R IR 58 Visual C++6.0.
3.1 BPSO., HBDE5SGAKFESUKPHILLE

SUKPPE 0-1 KP f— ¥ @I A SUKP .4 E — Mt RES U={12,.. 0} I—DMIHHES S={1,
2,..omy, A=W €S (=1,2,...,m)F N — PR WIEE FHE U CUHFBE—M1E p0,F— iR jeEU
(=12 B A ER w00 FAEREE TR ASSEL 4 WHEN P(A=Dp, . 4 WERN

ieA

=3 s SUKP ) H A5 /&5t T 45 58 TS (S W E)C R 4 ST SS AR 2 w(SH=C M T
el Ju, I

O 0 N & W b~ W N =
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P(SH)IEFIR K.
AR — &, % SUKP # pow; Ml C I RIEBECTFEE{ULU,,... .U & U M—NE& b UcUu

(i=1,2,...m)H U#®; W(S)>C Hxt vieS ﬁzjerj SC B Y=[r1ya o] € (0,13™ A m 4 0-1 [,
Ay={ily;€ Y H y=1,1<i<m} SS, M SUKP K5 A KI5

MAX f(¥)=2" vp, ©

st W(4,)= zje Y <C (10)

iedy

TARAER 0-1 AR Y=[yoy1,....Vm] € {0,1}™ #BFE SUKP [ — AR MR, 24 i R DR &AE(10)I & — AN Al 47
FR, 75 U — AN AN AT AT AR
SCHR[251F R H ) BABC HIZ — 3T ETM () DisEA, BT X =35 KL SUKP S22 3% 8], BABC
FOSR AR 1k REBH S LE GA SO IR, 3R 47T R 75 B %% BPSO. HBDE 5 GA 78R f# SUKP vl @R (1 14 RE A 25, B AT
A58 BT ETM F4)3E I 125 B0 A 05 7E SRR SUKP il I (1 14 R
Table 1 Comparing with HBDE, BPSO and GA for the first kinds of SUKP Instances
#* 1 /M HBDE, BPSO #1 GA Kf#55 1 28 SUKP Sl ¥ i1 B 45 R 4L

Instance CBEST Algorithm Best Mean Worst StD Time
sukp 100_85 13283 HBDE 13283 13070.8 13003 75.25 0.179
_0.10_0.75 BPSO 13082 12979.2 12497 147.28 0.199

GA 13044 12956.4 12596 130.66 0.112

sukp 100_85 12479 HBDE 12479 12201.6 12065 87.95 0.202
_0.15_0.85 BPSO 12238 12089.0 11576 128.99 0.225
GA 12066 11546.0 11296 214.94 0.119

sukp 200_185 13405 HBDE 13402 13149.5 12563 115.67 1.450
_0.10_0.75 BPSO 13241 12831.6 11687 434.69 1.640
GA 13064 12492.5 12596 320.03 1.013

sukp 200_185 14215 HBDE 14004 13503.9 12945 234.98 1.582
_0.15_0.85 BPSO 14044 13380.7 12782 332.27 1.737
GA 13671 12802.9 12332 291.66 1.133

sukp 300_285 11407 HBDE 10553 10223 9812 181.49 4.828
_0.10_0.75 BPSO 10869 10371.9 9708 240.20 5.759
GA 10553 9980.9 9640 142.97 3.608

sukp 300_285 12245 HBDE 12245 11212.8 10187 499.34 5.090
_0.15.0.85 BPSO 12245 11034.1 10056 581.86 5.812
GA 11016 10349.8 9906 215.13 3.899

sukp 400_385 11435 HBDE 11321 10477.3 9530 397.22 11.572
_0.10_0.75 BPSO 11230 10580.0 9915 329.43 13.375
GA 10083 9641.9 9370 168.94 9.779

sukp 400_385 10397 HBDE 9649 9238.7 8871 204.474 12.625
_0.15_0.85 BPSO 9990 9500.4 9081 278.67 15.076
GA 9831 9326.8 8980 192.20 9.978

sukp 500_485 11716 HBDE 11085 10507.6 10220 187.354 23.148
_0.10_0.75 BPSO 11473 10839.5 10322 311.32 26.049
GA 11031 10567.9 10288 123.15 18.198

sukp 500_485 9892 HBDE 9449 8935.3 8633 113.79 24.271
_0.15_0.85 BPSO 9456 9012.9 8627 197.57 29.790
GA 9472 8692.7 8400 180.12 19.720

7 BPSO. HBDE fll GA W MRS HES R n 4k 0-1 1A= 20, Sk 0 i KRR EUN MaxIt=Max{m,n},
Fodtm Jy SUKP H I A 4,0 970 3 AN B0 IF B SCER[25] 48 H 1 5072 S-GROA Ab B SR i 72 o i = 48
AT AT ff A HBDE o R )y N=20,[-4,4]=[-3.0,3.0], 48T F=0.5, & 55 H T CR=0.3.7 BPSO T,
FhERAN N=20,[-4,4]=[-5.0,5.0], JIEEH HN ;= ¢,=2.0. GA HIFhFEHIB Y N=50, B S5k B 5 CHk[25]F
1 56 4 AH [R],i& 2.
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TER 1~ 3 1,CBEST 7& % SUKP s H i 50 1 B 4545 2R ,Best 1 Worst 7& HBDE. BPSO il GA 57K
fif 2% S48 100 YR I 7545 S v 119 5% 0 A8 0 5 25 (B, Mean 0 StD 2 100 R SR 25 5L 1V 2 FI KR AE 22, Time 2 & &
VRIS SRR A T2 — YR )T 35 6 9l B 1)

Table 2 Comparing with HBDE, BPSO and GA for the second kinds of SUKP Instances
%2 FJi] HBDE, BPSO Ml GA KA#%S 2 28 SUKP L 111 545 R LA

Instance CBEST Results Best Mean Worst StD Time
sukp 100_100 14044 HBDE 13990 13771.1 13681 71.53 0.202
~0.10_0.75 BPSO 14044 13846.1 13664 62.21 0.307
GA 14044 13806.0 13587 144.91 0.129

sukp 100 100 13508 HBDE 13508 13377.3 12885 142.69 0.235
~0.15 0.85 BPSO 13508 13428.9 13104 115.87 0.270
GA 13145 12234.8 11582 388.66 0.143

sukp 200 200 12350 HBDE 12350 11531.3 10898 266.66 1.633
~0.10_0.75 BPSO 12019 11344.8 10641 330.30 2.221
GA 11656 10888.7 10337 237.85 1.106

sukp 200_200 12317 HBDE 11800 11163.8 10521 278.92 1.719
_0.15_0.85 BPSO 11821 11357.2 10607 381.88 1.922
GA 11792 10827.5 10304 334.43 1.183

sukp 300_300 12695 HBDE 12210 12071.7 11747 87.37 5.308
~0.10 0.75 BPSO 12644 12187.6 11807 180.18 6.166
GA 12055 11755.1 11169 144.45 3.789

sukp 300 300 11425 HBDE 10857 9972.2 9447 183.91 5.681
~0.15 0.85 BPSO 11007 10409.4 9463 304.99 6.707
GA 10666 10099.2 9549 337.42 4.106

sukp 400_400 11490 HBDE 10847 10286.9 9894 206.51 11.583
~0.10_0.75 BPSO 11310 10600.5 10022 271.05 13.419
GA 10570 10112.4 9786 157.89 9.187

sukp 400_400 10915 HBDE 10029 9276.4 8661 302.50 12.881
~0.15.0.85 BPSO 10404 9383.6 8597 411.48 15.103
GA 9235 8793.8 8501 169.52 9.830

sukp 500 500 10960 HBDE 10605 10394.8 10148 108.52 26.518
~0.10 0.75 BPSO 10888 10522.4 10139 166.42 28.253
GA 10460 10185.4 9919 114.19 20.717

sukp 500 500 10194 HBDE 9629 9233.1 8993 90.75 26.129
~0.15 0.85 BPSO 9840 9447.9 8731 202.16 32.389
GA 9496 8882.9 8577 158.21 20.379

Table 3 Comparing with HBDE, BPSO and GA for the third kinds of SUKP Instances
# 3 A/l HBDE, BPSO and GA KAF%S 3 28 SUKP L] 1115 45 R LA

Instance CBEST Results Best Mean Worst StD Time
sukp 85_100 12045 HBDE 12045 11263.4 11088 116.51 0.168
~0.10_0.75 BPSO 11710 11482.6 11174 189.17 0.190

GA 11454 11092.7 10749 171.22 0.113

sukp 85 100 12369 HBDE 12369 12209.6 11595 201.33 0.193
~0.15 0.85 BPSO 12369 11750.7 11374 424.40 0.211
GA 12124 11326.3 10369 417.00 0.131

sukp 185 200 13696 HBDE 13458 12836.6 12366 234.34 1.379
~0.10 0.75 BPSO 13497 12703.0 12247 382.50 1.572
GA 12841 12236.6 11843 198.18 1.231

sukp 185_200 11298 HBDE 11298 10354.9 9912 240.506 1.522
~0.15.0.85 BPSO 10920 10242.5 9783 373.53 1.732
GA 10920 10351.5 9832 208.08 1.204

sukp 285_300 11568 HBDE 11374 10943.4 10674 152.83 4.700
~0.10_0.75 BPSO 11538 11104.9 10419 190.23 5.612
GA 10994 10640.1 10304 126.84 3.827

sukp 285 300 11763 HBDE 10822 10080.1 9658 223.76 6.034
~0.15 0.85 BPSO 11377 10529.8 9767 320.93 6.844
GA 11093 10190.3 9737 249.76 3.990

sukp 385 400 10326 HBDE 10192 9747.0 9274 213.62 11.061
~0.10_0.75 BPSO 10252 9782.2 9089 222.64 12.985
GA 9799 9432.8 9137 163.84 9.325

sukp 385_400 10302 HBDE 9770 9273.6 8859 167.11 12.684
~0.15.0.85 BPSO 10302 9131.5 8198 271.05 14.953

GA 9173 8703.7 8342 154.15 9.911
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sukp 485_500 11037 HBDE 10835 10575.8 10098 219.49 22211
_0.10_0.75 BPSO 10923 10461.7 9929 232.03 26.590
GA 10311 9993.2 9799 117.73 18.708

sukp 485_500 9964 HBDE 9396 9153.2 8753 126.20 25.060
_0.15_0.85 BPSO 9589 9180.1 8631 217.33 29.108
GA 9329 8849.5 8586 141.84 20.129

& 1 o CUE H:MRIEZOR B BPSO SRMAFTH LB (145 B (Best Worst 1 Mean)¥I T GA; Bk 5L
sukp400_385_0.10_0.75 1 sukp500_485_0.10_0.75 LA#FHBDE 3K fi# H & S5l (¥ 45 R (Best Worst Fl Mean)351f
T GA M FasE % HBDE #2451zt T GA Al BPSO,GA HIE{ T BPSO. B4R GA KK fi#i# FZ tb HBDE
F1 BPSO (11,45 24 S BT A KB T2 18] 1) 22 BEAR /. LA B e 45 R W HBDE A1 BPSO Lt GA HHi& T3k
fif# n>m (11— 2 SUKP 32441

& 2 AT UG H: RSO A BPSO SRIA BTG S 1 45 B (Best« Worst F1 Mean)¥ i+ GA; BrsL
sukp100_100_0.10_0.75 1 sukp300_300_0.15_0.85 2 4 HBDE 3K fi# H-'& SL45l (¥ 45 R (Best Worst 1 Mean)351f
T GA.\Fa € %5 ,BPSO #1 HBDE )R EFE @ 0 T GA N KRfEH &, GA )18 B i L, HBDE F1 BPSO
(3 B AR ISR (HR S GA I ZFEA K. UL B 45 R W:-HBDE #1 BPSO Lt GA Hi& T RME n=m 1)—3
SUKP S/

i 3 AT LB N SRIR RO E B 7 524 sukpl185 200 0.15_0.85 Z 4 BPSO SR fip H & 52451 (¥ 45 5 (Best
Worst F1 Mean)¥ItF GA;K% T 2451 sukp285 300 _0.15_0.85 LA%NHBDE 3R fift /& S25 (1) 45 F(Best. Worst Al
Mean)¥ )T GA. J\F2 € 1% 7& , HBDE B2 € M@ I T GA F1 BPSO,GA 5 BPSO [ € YA A AR [F]. B 48 GA
HISRAREZE I HBDE 1 BPSO (W R (EAH L 5 & AR AR B SR AR 45 X U ZE BE RO 2 iE 1. DL E iR
#1:HBDE #1 BPSO #4J Lt GA H3& T 3K fi# n<m f—& SUKP SE4i.

it B E Ee AT LA B HBDE A BPSO 3R i SUKP [ B3 1) 2% 52 B (5 bb GA F 58 £ A s B8 4 i HL sk
RIS GA Z2 A KUt B T ETM J5 443 1Y) B8 iU 40 5% HBDE #1 BPSO /2 3K fif SUKP ) & 1 R4
2, R W] R T ETM A4 38 B 50 A B9 /& — ] B ELAT R0 7 7.

3.2 DisPSO. FirEGA5SecEGAKfi#D{0-1}KPRYLL 5

D{0-1}KP*I& Guldan T 2007 4E4H2 H (¥ — AN B8 L 10 8, B 10 58 SON: 4658 n NI 3 ANTUEW i)
FIAE, TR i(0<i<n-D)F-EA K 3 NI e N 34, 3i+1,3i+2, HARTwANI 3 F1 3+1 B R E R B0 3
N p3i A pai, BB BB R R E BN wyi M wagy; BTPIN A FFAE— A R =N 3042, 6 A B0 E R 5
N pria=paitpain, A KT EE REN wai, W2 wio<wytwaig IFH wywyin, wai<wsin. £
i(0<isn-1)H, T 30, 3i+1,3i+2 P EZA DAl LAOE B R A IE N CIE WA, D{0-1} KP Jy o] i £ 15 150
A AR N6 FT A U B8 R E AN S 68 TR NI E R B F R K ?

AR ARIE, B pow(05/<3n-D)F1 C VPN IEREH, B wyinn<C (0sisn-1), 3", > €. W D{0-13KP
58— HOeA Ry

n—1
MAX f(X)= Z(x3ip3i + Xy Paint F X500 P5i10) (11)
i=0
S.t. X3i+X3i+1+X3i+2§1, l':(),l, ceey I’l-l, (12)
71 <
Z o Wy X5 Wiy +25,,W3,,,) S C (13)
X35, Y3301, 03302 € 10,1}, 1=0,1,...,n-1. (14)

Horh, A x(05/<3n-D IR R BRI AR, x=1 FR0 BN T, x=0 R j B BN
B, B AEE 3n 4k 0-1 MR IFR R D{0-1}KP H— MEEM, LR ELRLMEA)FA3)I —A 0]
1T 1.
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A X=[x0,X1,...%01] € {0,1,2,3}" 9—A> n 4EB R A & ) D{0-1}KP HI%E —Hp i ARy,

MAX f(X)= Z:; Irxi /3—|p3i+\x[—l\ (15)
st > /3wy SC (16)
x€1{0,1,2,3}, i=0,1,....n-1. (17)

oo [ x| 9 101 68 5025 B x, (Osisn- 1) T4 i o JR 75 7 26 A B N T 5400, xi=0 U4 i oSt 4 TR A N

B, x=1 TR 30 BN T A, x=2 TR 3i+1 BN T, x=3 FRT 342 BN T A, T
Bon B SRR D{0-11KP 1) — AN MR, 2 Hl 2 L R & AR (16) BT BE 9 — AN T AT i,

SCHR[27TFIA GA Kf#E D{O-1}KP [\, 7373 T AR RS 7 SRR RPN 2R FitEGA #
SecEGA. NIk, FTFI A DisPSO SRAE SCHR[27]H BV 2 KHEL D{0-1}KP 524, @i 5 FirEGA F1 SecEGA
THE G B AT LR B E DisPSO ISR il P4 6. /2 R DisPSO 3R fif i 15 I 28 — 3 % B 2 BN ) 4 1 Ay
{0,1,2,3}" E—A> n 28R ) 5 PO RS AN 2K AR B S B00% FirEGA Il SecEGA [AH LRI N=50 5 MaxIt=3n,n
IR I BGELU[-A,4]1=[-3.0,3.0], IE H BN ¢;=c,=0.5, FFFIH SCER[27] 42 A9 NROA 503k b BEA ] 47 .
FirEGA F SecEGA B & S # % B 5 4B A AT AT R B 75 1208 2 26 SCHR[2 7], 4 B3 IR

TEH 4~ 7 a5 T T 26 B A0 OPT, DisPSO. FirEGA F1 SecEGA 37 3R fiff &S24 100 it
B R P R IF{E Best Ml Z{H Worst, #5261 100 XA THE 45 BB AR Mean 5FrUEZE StD, UL &
SIS SRAR AR S — IR (P 3 FE BRI Time.

Table 4 Comparison of calculation results of DisPSO, FirEGA and SecEGA for solving UDKP1~UDKP10
% 4 DisPSO, FirEGA Ml SecEGA K fi# %] UDKP1~UDKP10 FJit5H 45 R L AL

Instance orPT Algorithm Best Mean Worst StD Time
UDKP1 85740 DisPSO 85558 85262.3 84958 178.38 0.142
FirEGA 80650 79103.2 77935 690.01 0.152
SecEGA 78287 76807.2 75156 798.95 0.133
UDKP2 163744 DisPSO 161901 161280 160789 241.34 0.642
FirEGA 155039 151662 149875 1044.95 0.596
SecEGA 148043 145548 143833 883.43 0.543
UDKP3 269393 DisPSO 267142 266423 266679 172.71 1.327
FirEGA 246698 240886 237980 1491.97 1.381
SecEGA 228823 225492 222486 1353.58 1.161
UDKP4 347599 DisPSO 343990 343535 343058 196.82 2.518
FirEGA 321605 317319 314486 1426.85 2.436
SecEGA 305796 299978 297606 1435.46 2.173
UDKPS5 442644 DisPSO 436132 435409 434796 266.93 3.894
FirEGA 405409 399620 395367 1692.23 3.827
SecEGA 376147 370808 367574 1611.71 3.360
UDKP6 536578 DisPSO 530009 529308 528743 247.34 5.579
FirEGA 486556 478726 474015 2233.61 5.517
SecEGA 447438 442499 438809 1765.28 4.811
UDKP7 635860 DisPSO 629658 629020 628539 251.35 7.828
FirEGA 568119 560948 556938 2441.80 7.691
SecEGA 529753 521401 518407 1813.04 6.522
UDKPS8 650206 DisPSO 640262 639534 638519 285.05 11.844
FirEGA 590137 585286 580684 2078.87 10.090
SecEGA 550645 546678 543836 1449.36 9.109
UDKP9 718532 DisPSO 709112 708396 707786 257.29 15.653
FirEGA 655172 649636 645012 2023.64 13.130
SecEGA 613581 602215 605835 2003.75 11.374
UDKP10 779460 DisPSO 764299 763627 762612 335.37 19.192
FirEGA 712270 706575 701545 2013.43 15.891

SecEGA 665459 658908 655645 1723.80 14.773
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R 4 7] LUE H: ARG, DisPSO KR AT A S 1145 B (Bests Worst Fl Mean)iZ it T FirEGA Fl
SecEGA 3K fift &k B\ Fa 5 1, DisPSO ) StD {H 37 Lt FIrEGA 1 SecEGA 5 /)5, IR M8 (0 B0 3 R e o 4.
F R FirBEGA Fll SecEGA [ 3K f# i3 £ LU DisPSO g B (H & 3X s 22 FEAS J2 LASZ IR DisPSO 1 3R i 45 5 5 T B &
A E R, H I DisPSO t FirEGA Hil SecEGA i@ A TR fif UKDP 5541

Table 5 Comparison of calculation results of DisPSO, FirEGA and SecEGA for solving WDKP1~WDKP10
# 5 DisPSO, FirEGA 1 SecEGA 3K fi#5:1f] WDKP1~WDKP10 #1545 R LL 2

Instance OPT Algorithm Best Mean Worst StD Time
WDKP1 83098 DisPSO 82976 82918.3 82825 32.25 0.181
FirEGA 82803 82693.2 82592 52.04 0.157
SecEGA 80014 79021.8 78096 473.67 0.140
WDKP2 138215 DisPSO 137912 137836 137747 27.48 0.746
FirEGA 137704 137584 137356 63.23 0.653
SecEGA 133315 132276 131337 415.62 0.562
WDKP3 256616 DisPSO 256097 255902 255774 65.78 1.469
FirEGA 254240 253657 253307 173.01 1.366
SecEGA 238331 235721 234025 873.58 1.242
WDKP4 315657 DisPSO 315117 314958 314717 76.13 2.674
FirEGA 313966 312849 311998 484.76 2.381
SecEGA 293640 290851 288764 950.06 2.299
WDKP5 428490 DisPSO 427802 427643 427200 91.80 4.131
FirEGA 426783 424548 423058 798.53 3.815
SecEGA 393617 390014 387992 1059.83 3.648
WDKP6 466050 DisPSO 464964 464755 464228 142.00 6.595
FirEGA 463185 461672 457718 1107.57 5.521
SecEGA 429208 425112 423269 1058.37 5.405
WDKP7 547683 DisPSO 546531 546269 545886 145.74 8.350
FirEGA 544019 541949 538126 1224.68 7.736
SecEGA 501557 496134 493845 1230.94 6.775
WDKP8 576959 DisPSO 575543 575200 574749 155.38 11.433
FirEGA 573427 571559 563253 1495.36 10.041
SecEGA 530971 523203 520350 2157.09 9.805
WDKP9 650660 DisPSO 648987 648565 648085 170.38 16.989
FirEGA 647477 644820 630086 2056.06 13318
SecEGA 598343 586770 583854 2315.50 11.907
WDKP10 678967 DisPSO 677398 677092 675987 232.80 19.068
FirEGA 675452 673008 668239 1441.96 16.210
SecEGA 620230 606215 609964 3090.86 14.810

Table 6 Comparison of calculation results of DisPSO, FirEGA and SecEGA for solving SDKP1~SDKP10
% 6 DisPSO, FirEGA 1 SecEGA K/t ¢l SDKP1~SDKP10 )i 545 A LK

Instance OPT Algorithm Best Mean Worst StD Time
SDKP1 94459 DisPSO 94286 94235.8 94121 39.32 0.136
FirEGA 93276 93170.8 93070 42.15 0.135
SecEGA 89769 88831.5 87463 594.91 0.129
SDKP2 160805 DisPSO 159837 159710 159376 66.13 0.627
FirEGA 159159 159004 158859 96.53 0.617
SecEGA 153821 152059 150753 489.39 0.575
SDKP3 238248 DisPSO 236402 236137 235767 101.19 1.417
FirEGA 235454 235241 235043 86.52 1.412
SecEGA 224997 223580 221918 543.38 1.224
SDKP4 340027 DisPSO 336890 336554 336083 163.91 2.561
FirEGA 336440 335963 335709 122.41 2.439
SecEGA 318510 315513 313747 851.14 2.288
SDKP5 463033 DisPSO 460167 459736 459241 172.32 3.761
FirEGA 452900 447587 444255 1974.99 3.579
SecEGA 421108 416964 413933 1291.65 3.299
SDKP6 466097 DisPSO 460857 460415 459619 214.88 6.026
FirEGA 459443 458893 458584 162.94 5.292
SecEGA 430738 427304 425504 1031.12 4.923
SDKP7 620446 DisPSO 615877 615223 614214 281.73 7.989
FirEGA 599361 592279 579673 3949.03 7.718
SecEGA 561224 556083 552007 1926.26 6.368
SDKP8 670697 DisPSO 664634 664083 663413 263.27 10.502
FirEGA 661563 660104 659928 426.06 10.242

SecEGA 611644 606263 603774 1446.94 9.770



12 Journal of Sofiware BRI

SDKP9 739121 DisPSO 731491 730837 729863 360.97 13.646
FirEGA 729135 727544 727064 343.67 12.131
SecEGA 674885 667900 664580 1614.04 11.086
SDKP10 765317 DisPSO 755954 755228 754456 319.49 17.134
FirEGA 756205 753394 750757 985.46 15.572
SecEGA 708935 695557 691994 2956.08 14.360

HE 5 ATLE BN KRIERCRE B 7 SDKP10 1) Best PLAI,DisPSO SRMEFT AT 525 (1) 45 5 (Best Worst FlI
Mean)¥3)i i T FirEGA Fll SecEGA K145 5. A2 € &, DisPSO HI LV F2 € M & UF FIrEGA R /2 %56 43 SE 451
1M 5 Fa 8 PRI AT, SecEGA IR 8 VAR Z2 SR R 5 &, B4R FirEGA I SecEGA . DisPSO 13 R H & ZE 5
AKX, DisPSO b FirEGA il SecEGA H 3& H T 3K fit SKDP 2552471,

& 6 AT LUE B MR @RS E DisPSO KR FTE LBl 1145 B (Best« Worst F1 Mean)iit it T FirEGA F1
SecEGA IR fR4E RN FaE M F, DisPSO HIFa e MW &2 bk FirEGA Ml SecEGA IS, 31 HL B 25 S5 HUBE At 3
KX P AR AT @ N B 2. B4R DisPSO HISKRAREE L FirEGA 1 SecEGA [IHE 18 {H 2 X 1 2 I A 2 LI )
DisPSO 7£ 3R fif &5 B¢ J5 11 (1K W1 2 A 34, R It DisPSO . FirEGA 1 SecEGA ¥ 3& ] TR fif WKDP 255241,

Table 7 Comparison of calculation results of DisPSO, FirEGA and SecEGA for solving IDKP1~IDKP10
#% 7 DisPSO, FiIrEGA Hl SecEGA K fi# 5] IDKP1~IDKP10 f) it 545 5 th 8%

Instance orPT Algorithm Best Mean Worst StD Time
IDKP1 70106 DisPSO 70106 70083.4 70037 19.45 0.153
FirEGA 70106 70074.4 70022 23.23 0.137
SecEGA 68663 67999.8 67369 328.44 0.144
IDKP2 118268 DisPSO 118268 118240 118232 13.41 0.705
FirEGA 118169 117869 117625 102.60 0.533
SecEGA 114434 113385 112307 446.67 0.639
IDKP3 234804 DisPSO 234784 234740 234459 40.09 1.504
FirEGA 234607 233997 233666 175.42 1.224
SecEGA 220096 217982 216313 835.83 1.289
IDKP4 282591 DisPSO 282591 282554 282320 40.23 2.784
FirEGA 282148 280695 278881 827.63 2.286
SecEGA 263238 260425 258922 933.40 2.359
IDKP5 335584 DisPSO 335584 335529 335204 71.36 4.489
FirEGA 335004 333484 329621 1173.90 4.338
SecEGA 309573 306878 304881 907.19 3.868
IDKP6 452463 DisPSO 452433 452298 451773 122.48 6.107
FirEGA 451799 449863 446704 1161.52 4.979
SecEGA 414090 411367 408788 1099.31 5.391
IDKP7 489149 DisPSO 489137 489011 488543 98.42 8.645
FirEGA 488009 485592 476385 2294.28 7.162
SecEGA 451528 444316 442133 1280.31 7.576
IDKP8 533841 DisPSO 533836 533703 533357 103.21 11.983
FirEGA 533035 529984 514196 2308.11 9.014
SecEGA 490494 481831 478035 2215.66 9.571
IDKP9 528144 DisPSO 528133 527962 527598 125.30 14.716
FirEGA 526410 523982 511651 2216.13 11.776
SecEGA 489661 477001 471848 3656.22 12.907
IDKP10 581244 DisPSO 581237 581032 580583 136.14 18.423
FirEGA 579220 576772 568903 1905.18 13.573
SecEGA 535541 521604 516445 4265.07 15.026

R 7 7T LLE W ARG, DisPSO SKfg AT A S (1] 45 B (Bests Worst Fl Mean)iZ it T FirEGA
SecEGA 3R fif 45 5,1 H. DisPSO fg 1% 3k 43 IDKP1,IDKP2,IDKP4 F1 IDKP5 KI5 AL . 52 5E P DisPSO K4
iR E MR LG FirEGA H1 SecEGA [ 58 1, 117 H. I8 35 S5 RRUASE AR 38 K3k P AL 34 845 BN 98 i & 48 DisPSO 1)
SRABEFE L FIrEGA Fl1 SecEGA Pl 1, {H % of A SR fife 285 5 7 1 ) AR 35 2 i AR, DAL ik DisPSO B FirEGA Al
SecEGA T i& | T 3K fif IKDP 2 52441,

P b Hh i 4 R R W DisPSO Lt FirEGA F1 SecEGA H3& T 3K f# D{0-1}KP [r] 83X Ui Wi 2 F ETM J7 %4438
)88 B AL S DisPSO AMY 1 5L 5 T S8, 1 ELSRAE D {0-1}KP [ 8 1) SR AR A%, b it — 2B R I T ET™M
7514 3% DisEA AU RIAT (49,100 52 3K 1.
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4 ZEFRIE

ARICAESHT GA+ BPSO F1 HBDE H At i T I 4 1 3 e o B A SE PR R AL b 3R T — b i T G A 1 460 JEL AR
W T 1 B0 A0 BV 1 S O v R A A R (BETM), TE 48 — A7 52 BB 350 38 P M I 4 D 36 40 bR 2 Woieea
PR PR T BT ETM B B SO AL B — IREEHESE A-DisEA. T 3081 ETM 7 S P 5 50 F 4,
ST A-DisEA —MRHESLZS H T — AN B HOkL+ B R 4L B39%: DisPSO, 48 )& 4 7l F i BPSO.HBDE #! DisPSO 3k
fif SUKP [n] A0 D{0-1}KP il @i 5 GA J F ool S0k 1) B RCIRAIE T 1% Be BVR 7R SR AR KP 1) A58 75 THT 1) A0 e
PERE, UL UL XS 25 EAs(f 1 PSO. DE Fl ABC %5)ffi il ETM J772:%: T A-DisEA — MCHE 22 #4 1& AH 57 1 25 HiK
AL SRR — PP 1A 5B A S T ik

YR AEIE 2 A AL I R B AT R 2R 10,1, 011 (n>4) LI —AS d 4E%%0n) B 50 B0 il 7
0, ] SR R 2 4 1) PO, DisPSO(Ek DisDE. DisABC)3R fifix 24 ] 73 (1 2 S i il 2388 f2 — A7
B T4 R AR T A 10 8L b, B K RURLVR(FEA)N ), A6 SR (FWA)YPL SR i1 4k (FFO)!' . IR AL (GWO)!'™,
N TS EAAA)TFRS BEAL AL (PTOY! V453 4 52t A0 3k o A3k =8 T - SR MR B A A 1o 8L, AT ) B AT o
BOR AR 2H B R AR R — AN R SRR 5 I, 4 JE Kt 50 B AT 3R T ETM A 36 (0 8 e 1 SRV 7 SR A 2
AR B TS . BT Phisga £ ETM 7792 77 () 88 ZE 0 A7, IR N AR 7 90 B0 A7« a8 R AR BB A 3 33 F
P P58 20 ) P 450 R B0 — ME AR HE— 2B T 7 1Y) 1) A
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