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Abstract: In dealing with complex function optimization problems, many existing evolutionary algorithms have perfor-
mance limitations such as inability of convergence, poor searching efficiency and low precision. To cope with this problem,
we adopt the idea of homeotic genes and cellular system, and propose a new algorithm based on multicell genetic expression
programming. In addition, a new relevant individual coding method and new schemes of population generating and genetic
operation are designed. Compared with other algorithms on eight Benchmark functions testing, the proposed algorithm
shows higher precision, improved convergence ability and global search ability.
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1 5|E (Introduction)
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Jt [K 2 1k K 9 B (gene expression programming,
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H A4k 5 v (GEP-MCFO). % 5% e % 1R Ut b AR £
DT 1 &5 K 2 2 3 5 AR, I vl i 9 J 48 21 25 ) 3
TNAA IR 22 REAE. 84S S TR 0481 (1) 56 U A7 L S B B0 E T
EEE R AR R A R S I0RE ) AR SR g
FUE S ARG B2, 186 SR AR R 2% R A LAk ) .

2 GEP-MCFO%¥:(GEP-MCFO algorithm)
2.1 GEP-MCFO #t A& J8 #8(The mind of GEP-

MCFO)

EX 1 40 f(cells)dE —M4ocd, i AC =
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EX 2 4R Gi(cellular system)s& — 4370
H, W IMC = (C,CS,n). Hrh: C& ke X
PG B B, RS A BROGE Y. R AR ) — A SR AR
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BEAN 20 05 B bR B ) — A R SRR B, AN R 4
FEoN il 2 ) P R — AN AT AT AR, AT R B Ak )
A A0 B 2 52 (B GEP-MCFO /M) [1] .
2.2 AMAZAY(Individual coding designing)

221 AT fF (Terminal)
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222 HEHE A (Constants set)

GEP-POSLE AR G i J7 22, A AN JE DR
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GiAIE R K.

e M JIT B, W 23 E W el A2
223 4L R Gi%i%(Cells system encoding)
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K1 GEP-MCFOA il R e i 45 14
Fig. 1 Structure of GEP-MCFO cellular system

o ST X [ SE PR /N 5 A BEARER X Y
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. - ILF3C, = 2.247, Oy = —18.318, I H brea %
h f(2.247, —18.318) KA.

2.3 R4 R 26 (The search space of system)

EX 3  FEK R Si(genes system) & —N3IC4,
WHMG = (G, CS,n). Frh: G0 KR 4 4,
A5 30 30 S RO Y BRI — AN R AR B i = |GIA
RN RGNS E RN H, CShHE%S. {EGEP-
PO, — /N RGAH M T — /Mg fk.

EX 4 REKIBEFIERG IS FTRER R
KA [a]. & B L A 2R 2 A /N 2R
7.
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B EANE, FINERKRHEC A, [ = |F|, &7
FEEAT, t = |T|, HREENGEL g, HENEBEX
[B] KB Ay, H S (R p, I ZR A 7 )

— ™M T/P
D, = s™u"/?,

o
s=(f+ t)hth("*l)ﬂLth(nfl)H'
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SN2 WAIR S i R Fim

SRR, FLAG/ 00 R R A 0 0 FELAT I, 2%
50 DR Sk 35 K o, M50 3 R B R A 2 W L BTG
B F BN, f = |F|, Wil 3R & e A T,
t= T, V6 DR B SRS A By, P 0 A
B kg, fo = |Ful, 173505 4 3 S 75 4 M T,
t = |Tual, B TR HOLE RO, 6 O 1 K
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EE2 MNTHAMHAKERZHRRGEGRO

PRI 2 L DR AR G e (A, 45 0 0 3 DR ) 35 (A A7
AL AT, < 30 AT . [l AT 1) Sk A A T,
7 e DAL R [ 956 DA 1) bR 8075 4R 45 AL R, 3 3 3 A
L P AT R, DO AR, & R & 4R 4L
ARTR], 82 10 WAL DX TR) KN AR IR, PR R JEEAH I+,
W 2 40 1 & g g AR A AR IL S R DK T 2 3
R RGO M ARRIL ] Dy

e WA R OAEMCOMEZ RN RS
MR EAAMG, HMCHM — i(m — 1 > 2)MN¥% i
BE DR FN A ) Y5 RE DR Ak, MG /5 38 R DR 41k,
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K HEC A, WA L P AT T, t = |T),
WA AR D, UL TR BE AR Ay,
LR ORG AT A, TR 3 Rk DA % T 5 DAL 1K Sk
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s = (f + t)hth(7z—1)+1Uh(n_1)+17

k= (f 4 St)h(st)h(n—l)-i-l'

R4 GEPIY) Jst BRI G (A AR 3 R AT f > 1,
t>1,h>1,U>1,n>1 LA

k= (f+ St)h(st)h(n—l)-i-l > (St)h(St)h(n—l)-i-l7
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B/s > () (") 04 s,

il

k/S > Sthfl(st)h(n71)+1.
JTUAD, > D or, Higta 8 fhsg.  ukke.
2.4 u AL #4E F B BE 5K S (Strategies of genetic

operations and population)

15 A% B 1 1 A A 8 A T A S R AR O T
0. AR SCRR s SR A 1 G i 25 105 o, BT 1 T DCAZ
FEDMAMI T HA FCMEL 73 3l 0 1 D CA i i
TR AT AL R, TR & 30 A% 5 i PR
VS5 38 R FEERAE L A8 SCIR(ELHE P R FE 4R Y
VL) V2 AR S R (LA AR S AR ) A AR S
K(EFHDCA 7 7 NI HR 7). fEGEPH, B A7 241
AR T AR S, TS R BT Ui AR S R0 3Rk
figf 1) R0 2 R DUk 22000, ARUEGEP B A% A A7 A
I THT P 35 A% A5 A 45 B 4 (0 AN AR B 5 0 25 5 4 s
T AT AL A R IS, O T Se IR IEAS 2, GEP-
MCFOX LB AL R AE AT TR A & vt 123
SUAR g S A B TR K A 4L, RS BB
T A2 50 B e AR M IR AT B AL A R A, B
XF AR A — AN, A8 SCHRAEAUAE B R E ALY
LA Tk AT R S S R ), AR 2R
BAEAAEZ AR S RN AR S R PT A H7 bk —ait
TS A ) % WS AR S 7 B AR ) T 1R 7
TR, B AL E AR ME, R AR TS IE P
WAL ERATE, f i AR IR SREm A — A FIR ).

SCHERLI21HE B 1K S e O B B LTI, 7T BLERAIE
Sk BAT A RSk, GEP-MCFO H #6 48 I 3 $2:
prink < 38 R Ell = T R O A A Y O N D
I REAR TP AR EAT AL 1A, RS G vt il I R A
P25 A R 3 AL, 5 K S AR AR B s
AT A 3 I P8 e, BB i A R RN ¢
PEAARAE N TR AR
2.5 ¥k HESE(The main algorithm)

HRAETT4/N 1T, GEP-MCFOSELH: 5 BRI -

Step 1 HNEEIEWILARCE;
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Step 2 HIARACHRE IFAE WA — AR

Step 3 VAN 2 LACHEAAE M AR. 40 R 2 15
LA Step 4, 75 4% Step 8;

Step 4 MY FTACHE A4 H 48 B I e e it —
S KA (1 1 B FRE AR, 2 FEL 2.4 (1) D15 3 0 s B o e
AT AR AT,

Step 5 VEUN I I AF ARG W AE
Step 6 X > Hi P HE R I IR A F2c 0 M AR K

BUNHER?, FFHUHE R 45 R R R NS A 1R
TEA A

Step7 AN

Step 8 it th il H b o H W s AR, LSS
.
3 £ 54 B 4 Hr(Experiments and result

analysis)

A FE T LU eR O AR 8 i Y
Benchmarks B #0055 725 1) B B0 AL fE ) 2R AN
R FEREAT A

De Jong’s F1 A%

3

fl(xl) = Z ﬂ??,
i=1
Hrp—512 < 2; < 5.12;
De Jong’s F2 PR %:
fo(wy,29) = 100(2] — 29)* + (1 — 21)?,
Hrf—2.048 < z; < 2.048;
Shaffer’s F6 PR %Y :
)= 0.5+ sin®y/2? + 22 — 0.5
(1.0 +0.001(xF 4 22))
Hrh—100 < 2; < 100;
Shaffer’s F7 844
fa(zr, o) = (xT42?) " [sin® (50(z 7+
2Py 1.0),
Hrh100 < 27 < 100;
7N U ] R 2L
fs(x;) = 4a7 — 2127 +1/328 +

f3(x17$2 29

T1To — 43:5 + 437;1,
Hrp—5 <a; < 5;
fo(z) = exp(—0.001x)cos*(0.8x),
Hrpz € [0,18];
fr(z,y) = —wsin(4z) — 1.1y sin(2y),
Hh0o <2 <10, 0<y < 10;
fs(z) = zsin(107z) + 1.0,

Hrpz € [-1,2].

L b= 1) o8 B30 HR A 350 03 2 TR 35 R B 11 22 U6 vR 4,
bR B S AR Ok, ORI T VR AR S BN R B
.k T 55 A GEP-MCFO/) & P fig, 4 0¥
PR T LS IG Ay WAL S S HOR E W R I
THEAA AR A A2 AR KA (K80 %, 7] 5 35 IR by $i 4 5 3
T8 556 DAL R B — B, A RS AT 50K, BT 4 I,
HARMIGEPS L B 71k M ZH M RE 43 W1l 5 2% 3L
BRI10]. SEEIAEE U R : 28104, CPU PIII8S0 MHz.
WAF 4128 MB, JF & T.H A VC++6.0.

3.1 S2561: GEP-MCFO## & f5 4 i (Testing for
GEP-MCFO searching optimum)

HR A o £ AR TO R TR 38 22 S, AN SO 9r 5
AT TR RIEEREC iR E N3, fo BN,
FLAR PR 2. X e B f5, STAPIRE R /N h200, f
K I ARE R A 800; %if e 4% pf £, SCARHIAE /N
h100, e KA AREBR 4300, &R e o i
K490, DM 40.2, C M 40.1. Syl A e Kk
A AR P4 2 2148 7 R Rk T HEAL. 7 B 45 R AL
1. b, P AREOR e B s DL R 1 %
UL AR P34 1A.

4% BT 2 17] %11, GEP-MCFOXT #1771 1 (1) 5% %k 1)
I 3 e 78 1 3 340 AR 0/ F5001 1 B R i
F100% B Dk k. Horp, &0 bR 2 fo M f5 P B AR
HEAC VAR 2405 A 1 D 204k 21012 1 kS B2, i
XF fa HORS FE e 22, (B AR IR B0~ RIZHILH R
558 [0 4 JR R BE 0 AR R P AT S P R A v 1) R
JE.

A1 FEI%4R
Table 1 Result of the first group experiment

f1 f2 f3 fa f5 fe
e R % 1072 100° 1072 107 1076 10712

I IREL 50 50 50 50 50 50
B AIES 100%  100% 100%  100% 100%  100%
P AR S 117.85 93.88 1.20  257.05  484.17 1.00
S REGEATIN s 64731 54708 6122 781.653 802415  6.047
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32 L2 5 H fh GEP B AL 4k B B B
(Comparingwith other GEP algorithms)

41T SFerreiralt)GEP R £ A 5 70 45 R H 3¢
Pb 288, A 5256 %6 HX FerreiraSZ 56 WP AN FH 11924 bR 4L
Jo R fedE AT WAk, 38 3K 5 K AE. Hzero, GEP-PO,
GEP-MCFO4L 17 1) Z B HUAH [ 19, H " GEP-
POFIGEP-MCFO[1) %4 ta A4 i K JE FE A AR W], 7 WL
S HR[10]. GEP-MCFOMt A7 1) [A] 5 2 8] 3k K
E AR () 905 25 DR 50 H R B8 oA B A SRl

0.2, DM 0.2, CMA0.1. 525 45 B a2 7.

245 B0 41, GEP-MCFOfE 5 - i gk 1 )
UG A R B A R A, HREAE R D s AT IR
R HE A AR E b R B e DL AE. % 571 S HzerodH L
(1) 5 M0 ARG 1 22 I/ %6 ] 1K 3.46 %0 51166 7.82%,
L GEP-POAH L 11 5 A it K 5 1% 22 ik /) %6 n] ik
49.51%%160%. X3 W], GEP-MCFOYE pf £t 1k
R4 SR AR R fe ) A8 R BCRFIRE FE A WA T
Hzerof1GEP-PO.

& 2 GEP-MCFO&4 HAM.GEPH 7%tk 25 R
Table 2 Comparison of GEP-MCFO with other GEP algorithms on benchmark

fr fs
T H 44 Hzerol*¥) GEP-PO'Y)  GEP-MCFO  Hzero!*"! GEP-PO[?l  GEP-MCFO
AL BUE  2.8502737087 2.8502737665 2.8502737668 18.5546969067 18.5547140746 18.5547210428
JiRBIE Y 2.8271147281 2.8360257076 2.8455127548 18.4243180252 18.4547542812 18.4811463854
BAUE AT BITIRIMA348 12013848 SE7IRIM4048 SE3TIRII7348 SE200k 15548 ZR8IRIM 73248

4 %58 (Conclusion)

A SCAEGEPHI LAl B3 H T — AN 200 R 8
PEAL S EGEP-MCFO. %5 k5| 3 1 [R5 3& P AN
g R AR, IRk T AR T KRG RIA
8 B FIAS A 2 BRI AN G 15 77 7%, DA B e Bk
A SR WSCSICP) 30 A i A R o T RO 1 4 S 4 IR
X W] T GEP-MCFOS 2 H AT B e ek, HoRg
A U by 38 T 296 R 5 A S 1 VR A ) B, BE 2R Bk
JA AL, AR NGE T Sk R R, IF
Pem T RIAS .
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