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Multimodal optimization based on
local abstract convexity support hyperplanes

DENG Yong-yue, ZHANG Gui-jun’
(College of Information Engineering, Zhejiang University of Technology, Hangzhou Zhejiang 310023, China)

Abstract: In the framework of basic evolutionary algorithms, a new multimodal optimization algorithm based on lo-
cal abstract convexity support hyperplanes is proposed by using the abstract convexity theory. Firstly, the original bound
constrained optimization problem is converted to an increasing convex along rays (ICAR) relaxed problem over unit sim-
plex by using the projection transformation method. Secondly, we construct the underestimate support hypeplanes with
the information of trial individual neighborhood and make use of the local lower bound to identify the potential niches
dynamically, thus reducing the replacement error and avoiding the premature. Finally, with the aid of descendent direction
of support hyperplanes, the detected niches will be enhanced at the same time. Experiments had been performed on several
benchmark functions. For most of the benchmark functions, the numerical results show the proposed algorithm is capable
to provide better and more consistent performance over the existing multimodal algorithms both in accuracy and reliability.
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1 5|3 (Introduction)
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I P 4 i dee DA T I vy ASRIBORA R f BT 5445 6L
HHT, LER AR AT o B ST XUZ R el 4y
S FRENT il o AU AR SR, e PEARAL T
A R I ] 5 2% R R 2 ) B 2% R 1 24 T HAE K
A B PR

N T RSO B0 A5~ AR A 5 M ) e LA
L MEAL A 7 i rp AR A i AR TS 2R L, AR SO
MR SR GRRE, JFER A A DA DL, St 17— Ff
B R Al 5T SCAR TI A 22 A U Ak S 9 (mult-
modal optimization based on local abstract convexity
support hyperplanes, LAC). £ 1% £t 331 4k 53 i HE 48
N, RN BRSO ) A 4 Ay AT Bl 2 R A
TN PR T SR e T it e R A BB R R
ARG B A S, W 5 IAT®
RIS, SR SR BT IR S R, TR
SCHE [R) BRI BT [ 4 OB ST v 25 )
ARREMAE, FE DB s, B B RIS, N
772 T B g RO A . LA S RN =354k
S ST B ARAM R T R AR AT SERE,
HAPE T e tE e R AT R 28 L.

2 WA BhHL(Research motivation)

PG ) REAL A ST RE R I i B H
DOAEHEGT AN R, B A A R U R I Rl
AN A, ANV ) R trial A4 5 R4 1) A
PRAT BEANTE [ — /MBS LT, 3 O A e 724
Tl ORA7 SRS R, T 21— MR AR, W R
EAMATEAERA RN, WPz Pl R T e 22
AR AR, 57 DR 4 AN Tt i 22 RS, 40 R
T REAEAE R T AR B 1 A 0E, AR T —A
AEIERIEAR, W] e S BURAEIs T R Al
ARSI Z5 2%, B SRS T T 1 ey AR A
PRU2 S FRE 7y S RN (R AP G Y S AR I
BRI o) 1,

BT FIRRIX L ), Floudas 5524 7% JE R i bl
A 5 P S BB 20 g ke ok H Tk i
Z RS, o o BB g M T A A 4,
FEUAAWICR R FRadae H bz ek £, AT SRAS m) AU
SRy L. SR, aff ISR — D L s A PR
TAE, HBcH — MR 55T LB I E oA
XM 7, Rubinov A5 HA [FIili 5 M HELR U213 |
BRI i) R 4 g A A A 1) e, S AR R Tl A
PRIATF R T S VL, AT AL H FR R T S
SCHETH.

N BEARVE SRR L, A SOF B R AESEA T 4T
Sl TR R A A T RE I H A b 5 i) A% S0 L,
M FEAL SR FERIAESE R, I8 A5 PR R
P F S R 5 | 3 B A R i e, 5k

B CL— A0 & BRI [ AT, —J7 T S
BARREZL AT LR T ROE I PAT R, Iy —J7 i, T
AR R B A SCHE T, BE IR T AR =
GNP U8

3 BB RLAE(Theoretical basis)

S B A i A R A SR T A I B
SCPE L T — AN S BTN RO
ZYiH 55 R EAZE. Sz A T8 59 R
BOIRES, TINIREA X — 1 a0 ir TR, it A
BT AL) S P ) A T H FReR AR, I SRAGA R A

A, Rt MR R B, TR s
FHIV. () A R B A LA A SEBLAC VA () OB At
B FRIR) SCHE 1) B AT W) T BT IR (R R R 22, 1T vy
RRIR S T P R AR T SE IS EAT R S i
T2, P BRI SIOE L.

EX1 #f) = {f(Or)]z e RV A€ (0,
+o0)}, W f RV — REENGF 28 )5 1)y ™ R 5L,
WFRF - RYT — RS20 6 41 (convex along rays,
CAR); #E—25 1, Vo, y € RV, Mo >y il &2 f ()
> f(y), MIFRS - RYTH — Ry 326 489 5 28 ™ o6 % (in-
creasing convex along rays, ICAR); F 7 b, Mz > y
WAL £ (2) > f(y), BARRS : RYTY — R i%
Ha B 2k ™ bR B (strictly increasing convex along rays,
SICAR)1.

EX 2 HRBf WA PIANSAT
Vz,y R,z 2y = f(z) 2 f(y), ey
Ve e R}, VAe R, f(Ax) = Af(x), (2
TMEAFRREL [« R — R A IE T K8 2 £ (increa-
sing positively Homogeneous functions of degree one,
IPH)"??.

SI1 W8 f: S — RNLipschitzIFEE%L, y €
S={yeR}:> y =1} HilL
=1
|f(z) — f(y)]

|z =yl
Hp > max{1,2L/C}, Hr:

n
[+l = 22 |2, € = minf(z),
i=1 €S

L=inf{k: k> , ¢ #y, VYr,y € S}.

y
T n p
Fm) (), a #0, z € Ry,
glo)=q Lo T
0, z=0, zeRY
SR Y R

WE PEAINE R WS 2%k [21].
EFE1 AfR—ICARNKE, y € RYT\{0},
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WIFFEAEL = u/y, v € Of, (1), fi13
minlyz; —minlyy; < f(z) = f(y)
# AR e € RYFUROL.
UE - ET I ATER IO f, (M), VA € (0, 00)dE
7=, Hof,(N) € [f, (N), f,F (V)] Hrb:

o BV = A0 0)

3)

fy(N) = Jim 5 =
A —(A=PB)fy)
M 5 =fly), @
Sy A+ B8) = f,(N)
f;()\) N ﬁlg(r)lJr 3 -
A8 fy) - A y)
P 5 =i ©®
HOf,(Mlioy = 0f,(1) = f(y). Bk
I}IGi}l lix; — Ilnel}l Liy; =
min 1) T; — min f<y)yi =
el y; i€l Y
. Ty
Fy)min =" = f(y)- ©6)
id
. T1 T2 TN1
A= i
min{ LA b 1, )

WS FVE € {1,2,- -+, N + 1}, 28 > Ao
IRISICARKIE X, 8
ry 2 Ay & f(z) = f(Ay) & f(z) = f(Ay). (8)
PBE, min la; —minliy; = Af(y) = f(y) < f(2) =
fy). MAEfEl € RYH! {fi15
minliz; —minliy; < f(z) = f(y)
AR € RYFURSE. AL,
FETE B, AW T HER:
i1 Wyly? -y e Sl
H"(x)
Hf S — Ry BSCHE g%, W)
HY(z) < f(z), Vx € S, (10)
H"(2) = f(x), Vo € {y" 9% ,y"}. AD
ik EH, Iflelln Ly = f(y), AEX©O)E—
A i gk IZIlEi}lliCL‘Z' < f(z), I h(z) = r?ei}llixi’ ny
h(z) < f(x), BIva* ke {1,2,--- K}, A
h(z") = h*(x) < f(a"),
WASHERT 2]

H"(x) = nax

€))

max h*(r) = max minlfz;
k=1, K k=1, K i€l

K

h*(z) < f(x), Vo € S.

K

Helak = yith, A = min iy =1, 1%

W (y) = f (),

K —
H(x—k

BHK () = f(x). HEEE,
4 JR % 3 # AR Ak B (LAC al-

gorithm)
4.1 FEAJHAE (Basic idea)

BRI VR AL T AT 1. AR SR
B AR N T A SR I SR A Y, oA EA T S
FRUEEAL L —30 A T A rial MABEAL A 7
) P, B8 PO R B R B R, AR SCERh ™ 2R
TS HSEAE b, 3 A i trail MA B I FAEANMA R S
SCHE, FERH TR FHE B A B erial AT RN S 4%
11 _E, JE 5 | S trial MM EE R

DAL — 4 1) /R 491, AR e C A trial IMA, 465
HEAT P FIRENRARIB, FEE N A S 4# 10, k13
RS PER B S D (2, d(2,)). FIWICEBEFH)
SCHE B, WB A 3 FAMA, HCHIE N B T-BI &
NJE, WIBRECANMAIUAR. by T 3T FVE SR BE, A
SRS W S 3 PR BN ARL i DA H B pR A5 T
IR D (2, f(24)), B D' E RN AL T-C, #C
B D AR, X5 R ORI BT e

VI‘ S {y17y27' T 7yK}7
ax (@) = f(a),

)

C D DESw)
D@, @)

K1 LACH trial MA S HT i e 2 &
Fig. 1 Demo of trial individual updating procedure in LAC

4.2 FEARVEEH (Model transformation)
A N YE LI ME AL 7 5
min f(z),x € [a,b] C RY, (13)
Hi:z = (1, 29, -+, on) VAL R ATAT I 1)
[a, b] b BN YEE S &, T3 W e = (a1, ag,
cyan)THb = (by, ba, - -+, by ) TIIIIFRTR AT A
B ) B AR B () ok AR T S 29 AT AT Sk
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[a, D] LI FARTEAC PR B, R4 AR T4 T 43 8] Y W] g
W& B2 R A — R JE R MERE.
N IEMILACELE, R R nl AT Sl S oy A7

afi ez n). Mok A e = (21, 2o, -+, an) TE
W R 2T
N
= (x; —a;)/ Z (b; — a;),
N i=1 (14)
xlN+1 =1- Zx/i7
i=1
Hrpri=1,2,--- N, af,ab, -, &y, WEMEHA
e AR
N
Z(bz —(li) > 0, Tr; — a; > 0, i:1,2,"',N+1,
i=1
Vgl

2, 20,i=1,2,-- ,N+1, Zy,, >0, H
!

_ / / / T —
v = (2], xh, ,$N+1) €S=

/ RN+1 . & A
{z' e RYT 2 Y0 2!y =1},
=1
Horp: R ={af = (2, 2, -y )]af > 0, i=1,

2, N + 1}, ST Pl n), K245 T —
K Y SO AT B Al A TR R 7R T,

2
y (0,0,1)
(@.b) T ®,b)

x (0,1,0)

B N

(a, @) i (b, @)

¥ (1,0,0)
x

2 e SO g A R

Fig. 2 The 2-dimension domain projecting to unit simplex
¥a0(14) [ A8 e, nT1S3
N
wz:ac;Z(bl—al)—l—a“ 7,:1,2, ,N
i=1

¥ AR 13), 7 A min g(2'), 2 € S C RYH,

Hrbrg () e LAEN + 14E 7 spali e 2% m).S i H

AN

4.3 PRE M ZE T A (Enumerating underestimate
values quickly)

Bt A ICAR PR 2035 ] L3 3 G TPHER 2, 55 B
IPH A £ /EICARBR £ I R BRI . 5131, 24C >
2L, fip > 1, Hlp = 1, WIICARBR HUFE ¥ o0 11 Hh &
I LIIPHRR L. ASC R, B IR el 250 s S8 2R
FAASAR AL A 0 S WL 28] A7 PRl T 2% ]

Sy ={reR¥" .2, >0, Nilxi =1}

i=1

HH 51 BETR] 40, % T —45 7€ I Lipschitz ¥ $ L, w] LU
BN AN S KR C, AR B B e N TPH R
. B H KA RS, 3 T4 (2, f(2b)),
k=1, K, W HRE ST TG H XA5)
g5 IR e B DL SRS 1T 4, sR(2)mr LR —
AR FHTA 2R 2L

H¥(z) =max min "z, (15)
k<K i=1,--- ,N+1
SRS EUE SR
R¥(z) = min Iz, =
i=1,--- ,N+1
.21 TN+
f(z®) min{—,--- , =1,
(") {x,f ﬁwl}
Horp
- ﬂfk’ 9 ﬂfk 9 9 ﬂfk’
1 2 N+1

PR Ry 3P ) AR, B AN O AT KA S8 1) R 4R
#,8 = {IF}E 1P e RV A TR0R{1,2,-- N+
L}, Jli /2 2 IR R ST -(I8) N + 1SS [ B

8L = {1k, 1%, TN} RO — NI R SR
B2 B AR ORI S I i AR
Vi,jel, itj: i <1, (17)
Yoe AM\L, Jiel:1f >v,. (18)
BB N RUR SRR R
llfl llzCl l?\rlﬂ
lkg lkg . lk‘z
L=| " " a9
llfN-H l’2€N+1 . lécvzxrll

DUPRR I 12 S #3 00 B mT DA LA SR . 1) F S AR
KA e 122
ZTmin (L) = diag(L)/trace(L), (20)
d(L) = H¥ (2n) = trace(L) ™. (21)
4.4 FPETE(Algorithm design)
4.4.1 Fg3E B SZ $#1HI (Virtual support hypeplanes
construction)

RV ) EAEBCA N, ASCHTHEREN + I EAL
FAZTI ) REAUIL R SCHE IR, A R4 H ) AP B /A L
ISR RIS, AR A SR A R AN A, R
AL LA R TH P HES Y, ZRIUN 4+ 14N B
Ml R MA, X (16) Ry EEH MR SCEET.
4.4.2 AW FE FME(Dominator judgement)

RS LT 2 )5, T A Wrrial MATE AT
WIS ST L, A . 8 S 43 T T s RO MR AR A 2
/M4 (dominator).

et L, I e A B R JE
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5 N H 531 4%

A — AN trial, 285 R £ SAMA R BT T4
YHTE) FEFAME. AP ERATT 15 5e T S rial il
N + IAFREEANE, 183 20(16) 7 ml vH S AN YERE
NSRS N A S L R R, Bk
fifttrial MATE 3 HE 1) L [P {Hvalue, Jid % F A
RAG VI TR Y. () S 43 ) A7 B location, 5 i #2114
SCHE I ORI AR R D 3 A4,

HARR I EE T

TR

;B MAtrial, SZEE ) R sv;

i - ™MA&dominator;

W 4fi festimate Value 4 0; x* [i) R 47 sv[k]XS WA
B LT E. locationfR A7 trial A4 T &8 1 52 4 v £,
value RAAAH N MR ASE;

fork=1to N +1

fore=1to N +1
W f(sv[k]),
Hvalue = f(sv[k])  trialld] /z*[i];
if estimateValue < value
estimateValue = value;
location = k;
end
end

end

H sv[location|f32] F FAMAk;

IR [A] = FMAdominator;

4.

4.4.3 HEHER (Algorithm description)

1) ZHWIHA: W ESEC, T HE AT ST A
fbat, x?, - eNTUH bR R B, f(2h), f(2?), -,
S (&Nt WHEAA S RS

ANFL Z L2 L Ny
L= {12, N,

MR 9) KR AU T J SCH

2) AR A trail, SR B L RIEN 4+ 14
AN, RS ) R sv, M T SRR

3) A 3= AW A W trial v 7R S8
T, S ) T S 1R RS AR 22 Ok dominator
145

4) W dominator MALEAE,

a) 1R f(trial) < f(dominator), | PAtrail > 44
Fr#tdominator;

b) W N A SAER RS R, IR
f(za) < f(trial),
W 2, B ietrial;

5) I, B trial MA I IR MA.

1 SRR R il ANMAOH N (R A SR, AR
AR A G, BRI N A ST MR, RAR B S
P, BEAR T SRR

E 2 YRR, LU H AR SO IPH
PRI, A RE C 1005

E 3 RO ST AR H A .

4.5 HZ:E5HT(Complexity analysis)

AL PR TR A2 2 B O (log (N + 1)),
Ryt N AN A B2 28 O (N 4 1), £ 3AMA
FIWTIS (0] 52O (N + 1), ARG i i) 52 2y
JERHO((N + 1)log(N + 1)). AL FAEL 5L,
Ve, HIERPP I E A O(C - N2), Ol
T UG AR N IR Rh O 2 B HE % SRR 1) P 3 R 6
HO(N); TN R 3 E ARG (1 I BN O(N?); W)
Tl R AT W (1)~ 2 2 FE A T-O(IN ) FIO(N?) Z [,
DAL AR SR AE 5 N SR st ™ (R ity b 9ok 2 3%
R INEE I S k.

5 HE 1 E (Numerical experiments)
5.1 AR @ (Benchmark functions)

HH T L A A SRR B N AT, AN SR
5 LR 3 FH 22 0y )AL B35, BT A, 2200 b 5
TRV BAR SRR AR ] LAS 2 SR [8-9].

R G IR AE I e, A SCEEL T Ak dg h H.
LA 36 4 T I 2SR SVATSC24, LUK 4Riks
TR FLVEPSO) AR FI 25 r2pso, r3pso, r2pso-lhe,
r3pso-lhe, 126 HX8A™ ML 2 [ Ik ek Kl (L2 1) 1n) A Sy
X & RIS AT300K, MOREAE 100, 2 73 it
WHILEH S ERENCR = 0.1, F = 0.5. AMRIE
SR REELACH 2 WL, 556 BL30,000 /PP B N
RPR-SIRe 0N

A1 A ZAHSMACEA
Table 1 8 multimodal benchmark functions

PR JOF itk

Shubert 2 18
Rastrigin(2D) 2 25
Rastrigin(10D) 10 1
Griewank 5 1
PP5 10 4
Ursem F1 2 2
Ursem F3 2 5
Ursem F4 2 5

5.2 iF#r#545(Evaluation indicators)

SR W R PR R A

1) JlhZe. PRINE AR R WA S S A LR,
v, T BRI S Ve 1 555 B SR IR R RR L LA



%41

MRS TR ERAS: T Ry A g ST 1 2 AL AL A

463

PRRIRZEAEO. 1L, T LA 2R 21 H AR R Ko ieg
{HAL

2) VLR IL. BT S SRUEARL i B RN 21 e
M RE Y AR P AN, HAAGE CILR(22).

#peak s
|f (peak;) — f(x)].

3) BEBRE L. W R R R A A R A, H#%
WAL R ORH AR AT, TR 0 2 L il — AN el LA
WAL, DERAERS BEAR IR . b T IR e B 22, 183
SRk T EEBORE . Fovh 507 U (R R B R, TR
S N pR AU A R LA PR B R AT

SE U6 3% B34 5 4E In) il Griewank, Rastrigin(10D),
PP5, 4 Z B4 v /@, L rh Shubert el 2060 5 5400
i 9 —186.731 B8/ 4 Jmy Fe LA, 24E ¥ Rastriginfl
T2 R AR R244 5 A AE 7, 104E [ Ras-
trigind L5 — N2 R AL, 1048 PPSE 54404 R
HALME, Ursem FIGLE — A2 R U FI— M AR

peak acc. = (22)

fift, Ursem F3GL 5 — AN 4% Ja e 0 i FlaA UK S A ik,
Ursem F4EL & — A4 R I AL A4 - ] 4T3 S
(AU

M2 55501, % T-Shubert B £, LACHEAE30/K M
SEASATH T LR BT A R i U, PSOAE AT
RN IE S 0.85 4047, T TSC2AE30/G8 1 TH 14 1k
TZAN 40.13. Griewank PR A E R nT 4738845 (1)
DARCAS i (R 4 P58, A ST A B3 3R T 3 i vk
fiE, TSC2 S PSOIK)AS Rl AE30IR M SIS AT A 4 K 3R 15
J& D, LACKH Y (1) B Ll 26 1% 22027, 117 61 %5 104E (1)
Rastrigin, LACHYELE30IR ML IS AT H 38 LS &1 (1A K
BERM R T 4 J5 S AL f#. % T Ursem F1, Ursem F3,
LACH V1 8% 4 F7 7E100% 1) 1 B 3%, H FpTSC24E
Ursem F3H LRI T R 47 19 PEfE. ir2psoll] 4351
# %0.6, 0.53. & T-Ursem F4, LAC B SR I 1T R A
nr2pso-lhe, r3pso-lhe, A 1M H R HTE IS ) 5544

PEVEARDRE FE 71T, 2345 H T SR I ATl 4h L.

%2 30Kk 2 IEATE MR B SR F, T3 (FA)

Table 2 The success rate of benchmark functions in 30 independent runs, average (best)

Benchmark LAC TSC2 r2pso r3pso r2pso-lhc r3pso-lhc
Shubert 1(1) 0.13(0.61)  0.85(0.94) 0.84(1) 0.85(1) 0.84(1)
Rastrigin(2D) ~ 0.92(1)  0.88(0.96) 0.65(0.76) 0.52(0.68) 0.67(0.84) 0.56(0.76)
Rastrigin(10D) 1(1) 0(0) (0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0)
Griewank 0.27(1) 0(0) (0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0)
PP5 0(0) 0(0) (0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0)
Ursem F1 1(1) 0.76(1) 0.96(1) 0.60(1) 1(1) 1(1)
Ursem F3 1(1) 1(1) 0.88(1)  0.53(0.8)  0.92(1) 0.75(1)
Ursem F4 0.31(0.6)  0.44(1) 0.36(0.4)  0.30(0.4)  0.4(0.6) 0.4(0.6)

F. 3 30RAE IEAT B MK B S OPEAAAG L, B3 (AR

Table 3 The peak accuracy of benchmark functions in 30 independent runs, average (best)

Benchmark LAC TSC2 r2pso r3pso r2pso-lhc r3pso-lhc
Shubert 2.46E — 04 12.08 1.11 1.75 9.07E — 01 5.98E — 01
(8.32E — 05) (4.56) (3.85E —02) (1.53E—03) (2.65E—03) (5.24E —03)
Rastrigin(2D) 6.41E — 01 6.56E — 01 7.13 14.7 7.44 11.8
(2.44E — 03)  (4.52E — 02) (4.24) (8.92) (3.94) (5.18)
Rastrigin(10D) 1.19E — 05 9.14 16.6 17.1 17.7 16.6
(3.57E — 06) (3.58) (5.79) (9.05) (11.8) (7.81)
. 8.46 82.70 4477.60 3390.45 4262.25 3657.85
Griewank
(6.94E — 04) (23.92) (262.21) (177.36) (539.18) (268.04)
PPS 80.75 245.12 4800.68 4780.50 4528.65 3947.83
(56.45) (180.65) (625.55) (597.75) (585.24) (425.65)
Ursem F1 1.32E — 06 1.33E — 02 5.43E — 03 1.81E — 02 2.90E — 07 4.53E — 07
(4.75E — 08) (1.53E—03) (2.19E—-07) (2.01E—08) (9.59E —09) (6.82E — 09)
Ursem E3 2.51E — 05 8.04E — 05 6.85E — 02 4.41E - 01 1.17E - 01 6.46E — 01
(3.20E — 06) (5.80E —06) (2.23E—03) (8.72E—03) (1.80E —03) (2.77E — 03)
2.84 2.36E — 01 1.75 2.84 1.48E — 01 1.65
Ursem F4
(5.3TE—02) (1.26E—02) (4.32E—01) (5.37TE—02) (1.25E—02) (2.87E —02)
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Table 4 The distance accuracy of benchmark functions in 30 independent runs, average (best)

Benchmark LAC TSC2 12pso r3pso r2pso-lhc r3pso-lhc
5.02E — 02 11.68 1.69 3.99 2.48 3.24
Shubert
(1.56E — 02) (6.57) (3.72E —01) (2.84E—01) (1.87TE—01) (2.59E — 01)
Rastrigin(2D) 8.60E — 01 1.66 7.77 12.37 7.74 11.4
(2.29E — 01) (0.85) (5.06) (5.66) (4.25) (5.55)
Rastrigin(10D) 3.36E — 03 2.99 4.02 4.17 4.24 4.08
(1.89E — 03) (1.89) (2.41) (3.01) (3.43) (2.79)
. 1.49 8.83 62.76 54.42 60.20 56.84
Griewank
(2.63E — 02) (4.89) (16.19) (13.31) (23.25) (16.34)
PP5 32.56 45.23 100.35 85.45 72.35 68.76
(26.45) (32.88) (52.32) (49.55) (45.67) (35.12)
Ursem F1 1.19E — 03 1.06E — 01 5.38E — 02 3.75E — 01 2.67E — 03 1.79E — 03
(2.88E — 04) (3.92E —02) (5.47E—04) (1.88E—04) (1.29E—04) (1.16E — 04)
7.92E — 03 1.48E — 02 2.95E — 01 1.66 3.18E — 01 1.14
Ursem F3
(213E —03) (4.35E—03) (9.60E —02) (5.91E—01) (8.62E —02) (1.01E — 01)
4.22 7.64E — 01 2.07 4.22 2.52 3.49
Ursem F4
(1.70) (1.85E — 01) (1.01) (1.70) (9.05E — 01) (1.20)

k.5 B-MXR HAPEAEAT EABIXAEIE, t-test (Wilcoxon test)

Table 5 t-test and Wilcoxon test on peak accuracy presented as “t-test (Wilcoxon test)”

Benchmark TSC2 2pso r3pso r2pso-lhc r3pso-lhc
Shubert 9.48E — 14 1.28E — 09 0.18 6.28E — 08 9.80E — 06
(3.01E—-11) (3.02E—11) (3.02E—-11) (3.02E—11) (3.02E —11)
.. 9.27E — 01 3.45E — 17 6.90E — 19 4.97E — 19 2.95E — 18
Rastrigin(2D)
(2.98E —01) (2.09E —11) (2.09E—-11) (2.09E —11) (2.09E — 11)
Rastrigin(10D) 1.48E — 18 3.79E — 17 2.22E — 21 1.55E — 20 1.07E — 18
(3.02E —11) (3.02E—11) (3.02E—-11) (3.02E —12) (3.01E —11)
. 2.76E — 10 2.89E — 08 6.55E — 08 2.62E — 07 1.76E — 08
Griewank
(2.61E — 10) (3.02E —11) (3.02 —11) (3.02E — 11)  (3.02E — 11)
PP5 3.45E — 05 2.43E — 03 3.25E — 08 5.46E — 08 8.28E — 07
(3.54E — 07) (1.55E — 05) (7.45E —10) (5.47E —10) (3.75E — 08)
4.85E — 07 2.50E — 02 3.35E — 04 1.26E — 02 5.26E — 02
Ursem F1
(3.02E—11) (1.61E—06) (6.52E—09) (4.91E—06) (1.16E—05)
5.43E — 06 1.90E — 02 1.65E — 06 2.46E — 02 1.49E — 06
Ursem F3
(6.04E — 07) (3.02E—11) (3.02E—11) (3.02E —11) (3.02E —11)
3.59E — 06 0.41 0.10 1.08E — 06 0.71
Ursem F4
(4.12E — 06) (0.76) (0.54) (6.52E — 08)  (7.24E — 02)
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Table 6 ¢-test and Wilcoxon test on distance accuracy presented as “i-test (Wilcoxon test)”

Benchmark TSC2 r2pso r3pso r2pso-lhc r3pso-lhc
Shubert 7.84E — 19 8.63E — 12 7.18E — 06 4.78E — 07 3.49E — 08
(3.02E—11) (3.02E—11) (3.02E—-11) (3.02E—11) (3.02E —11)
. 3.90E — 05 4.17E — 20 1.23E — 20 7.08E — 21 3.88E — 20
Rastrigin(2D)
(2.59E — 05) (2.59E —11) (2.59E —11) (2.59E —11) (2.59E — 11)
. 4.50E — 26 1.38E — 24 4.62E — 29 2.43E — 27 4.75E — 26
Rastrigin(10D)
(3.02E —11) (3.02E—11) (3.02E—11) (3.02E—11) (3.02E —11)
. 7.28E — 13 1.24E — 14 4.29E — 14 2.54FE — 13 9.01E — 15
Griewank
(2.61E —10) (3.02E—11) (3.02E—11) (3.02E —11) 3.02E — 11
PP5 5.35E — 08 6.26E — 10 6.34E — 12 8.78E — 09 9.25E — 09
(2.49E — 09) (5.25E—10) (3.02E—11) (2.84E—10) (1.07E —11)
6.27E — 13 5.38E — 04 3.64E — 06 0.19 0.36
Ursem F1
(3.02E —11) (6.28E—06) (5.57TE —10) (8.0E —02) (3.64E — 02)
2.48E — 06 3.37TE - 09 2.27E — 12 2.51E — 05 4.37E - 10
Ursem F3
(8.83E —07) (3.02E—11) (3.02E—11) (3.02E—11) (3.02E —11)
6.93E — 05 4.0E — 03 3.38E — 09 1.91E — 05 7.99E — 07
Ursem F4
(6.20E —04) (1.44E—02) (1.41E—09) (1.52E—-05) (2.60E —08)

6 4518 (Conclusions)
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