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Differential evolution algorithm based on
abstract convex underestimate selection strategy
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(College of Information Engineering, Zhejiang University of Technology, Hangzhou Zhejiang 310023, China)

Abstract: To solve the problems of computational cost, success rate and convergence speed in the conventional dif-
ferential evolution algorithm, we propose a new differential evolution algorithm based on abstract convex underestimate
selection strategy (DEUS). Firstly, the local abstract convex lower relaxed model is constructed by extracting the neigh-
boring individuals of the new individual. Then, the underestimate values which are estimated through the lower relaxed
model are used to guide the update process of the population, and some invalid regions of the domain where the global
optimum cannot be found are systematically excluded by using the fast enumeration algorithm of the local minimum in
the underestimate regions. Finally, the generalized descent directions of the linear quasi convex envelope are employed for
local enhancement. Experiments results of 12 benchmark functions show that the proposed algorithm is superior to DE,
DERL, DELB and SaDE algorithm in terms of computational cost, success rate and convergence speed.
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Fig. 1 The flow diagram of selection operation in DEUS
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3.1  5hA#EY (Relaxed model)
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3.1.1 AR (Model transformation)
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WU B 0 f 75 7T 4748045 6] D 9 Lipschitzi 48, HthC
F A Lipschitz 544
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positively homogeneous function of degree one, IPH).
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WY (2') < f(2') + M = g(o), Vo' € S. Hr:
21 = @5lly = max ||y — |, I = gla’)a', 1= (U,
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3.1.3  FiAISKAF# (Model solution)
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3.2 Ak TF E FE SR K (Selection strategy with

abstract convex underestimate)

LA AT S R MRS, BRI A2
A TC R b, an A, WITETFRF ANARAE H br ik
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M, EFAAEDLT B AR, WEHAS AR AR B AN,
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PRANNMECHID, JER R Ff S8, v & HBANMAT
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TR HMABAE HARR BT, HAREE H AR MAA,
RSO BAMA T T A T XS R M ME,,, W
Hed IR T MR (1) B /ME, WRREBAN A4 76 1 X
(RN CHDZ IR I X 38, AN FECHID) A AEJCAIX I,
Il % ok, HHERCHRIDANMA ) T F S % 1. TR
WEN HFRAME, FEA AN AR, £
B H AT ARG RIHR £ S 500, IR H 5
HEAMER R AT EYE, B yE N FEAMAR H b
BR E AL, DUIRE BT AN RFAE H AR R B0, B TFAMA
PETEAMAE, WIFAMAIUAR H bRNMAE. 24 T 23—
PRI SIOE JE, 4kt 5 U FAMA TR X IR 1
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EXR Q" (2, f (), A QXN H s R
ANTFAMEI) H AR ek EE, W QHUAREANMA, [R] I IR
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Fig. 2 The diagram of selection procedure in DEUS
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3.3 HEHR (Algorithm description) 3.4 B 745 HT(Complexity analysis)
PAtse MU TRNE A, ABGRE f (20) 0 N 4 HbReR 2, 45 AR B 3% U R HE AT I ) 52 2% B2 3 B, Step 1,

HEN, BRI ANA T

Step 1 Wldhth: WE W EM, 38 5 W B F, A8 X
MR Cr, PN, FIEAR B BN S, BIRX
WIR N7, A E g = 0, 78878 e SUsa [ A b
MU TR EEP = {21, 22, -+, Ty |, TR (6)
X B AT D IR 5 T AR R AT 31 et 22 - -
N, JEARE X A0) T BT 45 I S R R 1P
lN+1;

Step 2 £ 25 F A oK) S5 D0 A A 20y o5 A1 52
ZE K T orst, WHHE T A2 21 25 AF (U] f(2vest ) —
J(Tworst)| < €), WERHY:

Step 3 X TR HArMEz, €
XA AR L i1

Step 4 L EFESRIE AT HANHEE P ri (AN, X)
TR A g, WL N R E R
N W) B bR A

Step 4.1 LIS HEMPEL = {1102, --
HRAENTn SR RARAE S T T T

Step 4.2 EH zyi BT FIm A ME, HRAEA(GS)
VEHA 5, PR 2 (10)>K 308 ), JF A 0(12)—
(13) BB

Step 4.3 #k AL &y HIB 775 RiNode, W1
R i BB B FE R IRIR A, WIAR B o, AR, Ff %
#Step 4.8, 77 W54 2 Step 4.4;

Step 4.4 R4 X @) H i T F AL THE
Yorials WRYrian KT H FRA K2, 16 08 B H, W OR B 2
AR FStep 4.5, 75 NIF4 5] Step 4.6;

Step 4.5 H A 0(16) 715 H Node 15 55 % W [
AT XA AR AME d i, R d i KT 24 FTRRE
A f (Test ), WPKFNode X ISAR A oL X 35k, Hon
NIRY, J#:5Step 4.8;

Step 4.6 V15w 1 B AREREUE, WD T2, 1
HFRBREUE, W0 B fea, I 2 Step 4.7, 15 W%z 3|
Step 4.8;

Step 4.7 515 TH 57 i Node ™5 1 FT 6 M 11
AR A MR AR R 6) S
iR o RN H AR R EUE /N T2y 1) H AR RS,
M . W x a1, HFEFStep 4.8;

Step 4.8  MHIERM, I 2 Step 2;

Step5 g =g+ 1, 4 F|Step 2.

E 1 ASCAEStep 4.2 Pt w0 863 1 P AN A
HESCHETH, FF Lhn X TE 2R AR A &R S v, Sk |,
PRI AT AN 19 A, St m DA DA A T AR ST
FHETHE I ORAF; Step 4.2 B (1) BE BT 742 K Step 4.3 4R H
AL B I 5 ST VE S L SCHR [210; 4 T BRAIR )
SRS, AR A S, 0 SRR A, JORE T
TERA DI ST, F TR AR R i e .

P, 21425

JNJrl}%j

Step 4. 211 £ SC4% ] FEIF I () 22 HO(N + 1),
Step 4.2 3% H B o I A ANANMA RIS 1) 52 2% 1
HO(Np), Step 4.3 $ HH AL 01 (I 7715 55 1)
EITIEHE CFE N logT, Horp T oy UK 5 % H, A
AN M E 24 A O(N + 1+ Np +
logT) DERLS 2: 71 5 br € AL ) 11 B 18] 52 2% 55 0
O(t%), t M HIFRFENLE MR A4, DELBSVLH 5]
NS R0 B3 1R N TR) A2 2% B S O(INp + 2N,
SaDES 4 1 2 55 1 SR [ 38 AL ) 1) s 7] 52 2%
O (Np). L, AL F ARSI, ShE il ke s
W05 | NI S 2 B I v PR I T 5 2
4 BMEHSE% 5 5 ¥ (Numerical experiments

and analysis)

4.1 WA HEZ BB E (Benchmark  functions
and parameter settings)

JS2 P 120 S8 PR U 1 o HOR PRAIE B S 6 )
FRNE, YEFAN = 2 ~ 30, K145 T &KWk S
K, BAAFRIEAS Wk [25]. 124 R h s 744
PR R f1 — f) I8 ZARZS BEL(f5 — fr2), 2
A PRBURR B AR S BBt o eSS T n. pR
R fo M B LA e = (1, -+, 1), BRELf I A
fift A = (420.97,- -+ ,420.97), B £ fs ) I AR AR A
2= (=1, 1), HAEE B

o1 1A RS 4L

Table 1 12 benchmark functions

MR Yk R A JR e/ IMA
f1: Sphere 10,30 (—100,100)" 0
f2: Exponential 10, 30 (-1, )N -1
f3: Zakharov 5,10 (—5,10)N 0
f4: Rosenbrock 2,4 (-2 2) 0
f5: Griewank 10, 30 ( 600, 600)" 0
fe: Schaffer2 10,30 (—100,100)" 0
f7: Schwefel 10, 30 ( 500, 500)N —418.983N
fs: LM1 10,30  (—10,10)N 0
fo: LM2 10, 30 (-5,5)N 0
f10: Ackley 5,10 (—30,30)Y 0
f11: Rastrigin 5,10  (=5.12,5.12)N 0
f12: CM 2,4 (-1, )N —0.1N

T I UE BT e SR A B, A SCIE H BREDEA
DERL, DELB, SaDE 3% $tiE 5535 1047 L #8243 #; [
I, T LOA (A BRI AP, RS ERh 5™ Al T
T PSS (R AR 35, AN B IL A R 3R (1) 52 ), #4DE,
DERL, DELBRIDEUSH ¥ 14 2 & B0 F FIAZ XM
CrYJWE 105, BRELf1— f PR NG 420, H4x
PRECH30. BT ST IZ 1T 301K,
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4.2 EH KM 5 AT 5E P (Computational cost and — FEVHEARMFI ] SEME Ty THI DL, Horb SROMBE K,
reliability) s A7 B R AT IR 2 T, SR &b A
1% B bR BUVT A YR # (function evaluations, FES) Al | f(Zpest)—Opti| < 1075, “Opti” A &£ 4% J5 ey
J¥% ) K (success rate, SR)PI MR AR K I UFDEUSSL v (H. g5 9 ILER2, Forh Bl gl Bl il ik b He
£ 2 BEGHIKSARA S
Table 2 Function evaluations and success rates
DE DERL DELB SaDE DEUS
Fun N
FES SR FES SR FES SR FES SR FES SR
f 30 12094 1.00 8765 0.90 13747 1.00 20448 1.00 8542 1.00
1
10 4020 1.00 3089 1.00 3257 1.00 3716 1.00 2147 1.00
f 30 6733 1.00 4948 1.00 6560 0.83 8516 1.00 4763 1.00
10 2139 1.00 1672 1.00 1716 1.00 2637 1.00 1544 1.00
fs 10 8663 1.00 5824 0.97 6828 1.00 12739 1.00 3926 1.00
5 2212 1.00 1598 1.00 1889 1.00 1941 1.00 1248 1.00
f 4 8339 0.60 7475 0.47 7083 1.00 7941 0.83 7288 0.63
4
2 2449 0.93 1964 0.87 2231 0.97 2079 0.90 1913 0.93
fs 30 22346 097 15765  0.90 13459  0.70 16824  0.57 12156 1.00
10 21551 0.97 15369  0.90 18550  0.97 16703 0.97 13103 0.97
fs 30 81375 1.00 57841 093 49560 0.40 50927 0.23 51215 1.00
10 22567 1.00 17396 1.00 18003 1.00 19431 0.97 18513 1.00
f7 30 65366 0.87 48683 0.73 63341 090 44349 0.83 50106 0.97
10 9210 0.97 7310 0.83 8268 0.93 8097 0.97 5206 1.00
fs 30 13294 1.00 9510 0.97 8787 1.00 9305 1.00 6019 1.00
10 4248 1.00 3182 1.00 3373 1.00 3543 1.00 2664 1.00
f 30 13396 1.00 9530 1.00 8053 0.83 10125  0.73 7225 1.00
9
10 4121 1.00 3093 1.00 3191 1.00 3494 1.00 1736 1.00
1o 10 9113 1.00 6866 1.00 6939 0.97 7192 1.00 6356 1.00
5 4828 1.00 3740 1.00 4179 1.00 4408 1.00 3316 1.00
i1 10 23038 1.00 17306  0.93 22269 0.97 11514 1.00 5618 1.00
5 6062 1.00 4681 1.00 5754 1.00 5730 1.00 3002 1.00
f 4 1731 1.00 1374 1.00 1557 1.00 1737 1.00 406 1.00
12
2 804 1.00 643 1.00 767 1.00 836 1.00 443 1.00
AVE 14571 0971 10734 0.933 11640 0.936 11426 0917 9102 0.979

XT 2 B B v LU Y, DEUSE AR THE
AN R SEME T, BR T BREL fy, fo fr-304E RS 1D
T HABSEAL, AR B T HAb 4R 5. X T
PR fo Ml f7—304E, DEUSH.L AR bR BN TR EORY
1o, AR TR S de . BEA, 12N pR
By ok, DEUSEVETHEAN e/, P sRE0F
Wik %49102, DE, DERL, DELBFISaDE&. 743 5
A 14571, 10734, 11640 F11 11426, tH 5t & i, DEUS
¥ M%) T DE, DERL, DELBFISaDES 43 il 15
BT 37.5%,15.2%, 21.8% F120.3%; 11 H. DEUS 5§
LA SENE B, PR D % 40.979, DE, DERL,

DELB A1 SaDE 5 7% 4} %1l 24 0.971, 0.933, 0.936 Al
0.917. DEFVE BAR AT SEVE IR T-DEUSHE, (H it
AR AR, HoAth 3 o 3k 5503 AR TR AR 75 21
T OGE, AR T SE PR, TR S Al T B
Feng FIDEUS FVEA AR 43 21 T o3, 1 H.
AEMs R SVE T SE e,

h T 25 3 HDEUS SLVAAE T EARM Fln) 5
PE 7 THI (P BEAR M e, 4R S22 112/ R 251 T
2% DI (success performance, SP="F- 13 e % PF 1 X
U EIhZ)A— 50 o A B SRIEAT LU 1958,
R 2 F 5 H S B2o0) RN DA bR B I SPAH,
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R J I FH 25 DX R 28T AT 1 SPAEL R DA d 4 5095 & AT W 2 VAL %, 1% Al Wilcoxon Signed Rank
(FISPAEATSPHEAT A — AL AL B, ISPl S /NI ZE TestOO0M Ak 45 RABATIES B i 56, WK
W A B K N fe i, B IS SIE DR TRER IS 80,05, 8RR 3—4. SRIFKATT G T Hps
PN IS, B3R, DEUSSIRAETH AR e B 2B ek AL 45 R i P i et G
AVRTFEPE DT A BEAR TR RE W] AL T FoAbaRh 535, b SRG R IR AR, “ 47 FoR i
DERLSVERZ. IEAh, H U WIS, 0 TIEJBR) FIR TR LEE, “~7 Lo Prid ik pr th ik

T EDU, B3 rh I T 250 530 I — 45 B REZESR, =7 RoRPREIE R EET
L sk

08 : ' | M3 LG H, DEUSEIELEX 44 B iR 2L
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Fig. 3 The empirical distribution of normalized success PSR T2 R U, 7ok, glﬁf 1—f3 IbRAE G 2
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4.3 HEAkgs 9B (Optimization results analysis) DLE 7 15 2% k7 1, DEUS L VE 4 7] 52541 T

CLeR BV IO 2 126 0F, NLALEALHT DE, DERL, DELBRISaDES 1574, 44, 54~ FleA

%) {8 (mean) M1 #5 #E fi 7 (standard deviation, Std)§ ] #1, o F- L A% ) 8, B T R L fu00, BAR 5 34D 4

T DN SAELE30MALIZAT T O &5 RBAT LR B SR Le i A7 W 3 M 22 e (R 85 R A T
SN RN, S8 T 30AE BT kAR T hamp 5 fhd i,

F 3 BRI RIARALE R

Table 3 The performance of optimization results on unimodal functions

Fun N  FES 5k DE DERL DELB SaDE DEUS
Mean  1.80E-08 6.27E-03 2.70E-05 7.14E-03 1.55E-13
30 15000 + + + +
P Std 1.65E-08 2.99E-02 1.21E-04 1.90E-02 1.35E-13
! Mean  1.14E-07 3.58E-11 1.69E-10 1.00E-06 1.27E-12
10 5000 + + + +
Std 1.14E—07 4.83E—11 3.66E—10 3.38E—06 1.31E-12
Mean —0.999993 ~0.999977 ~0.999977 ~0.999809 -1
30 7000 + ~ ~ +
f Std 2.75E-06 1.24E-04 1.16E~05 4.59E-04 0.00E-00
2 Mean  —0.999985 ~0.999999 ~0.999999 ~0.999991 -1
10 2000 + + + +
Std 1.08E-05 8.50E-07 1.79E-06 9.02E-06 0.00E-00
Mean  7.69E-07 1.42B-05 2.91E-08 1.10E-01 2.40E-12
10 10000 + + + +
I Std 9.30E-07 7.63E-05 1.10E-07 5.90E-01 4.30E-12
3 Mean  5.64E-08 6.16E-11 2.44E-09 7.00E-08 1.79E-11
5 3000 + =~ + +
Std 7.26E-08 1.71E~10 4.22E-09 2.10E-07 3.78E-11
4 10000 Mean 3.00E-01 ~ 3.52E-01 _  7.26E-07 - 886E-02  8.55E-02
P Std 726E-01 9.49E-01 3.21E-06 6.47E-01  1.78E-01
4 5 3000 Mean  6.72E-05 N 127E-02  128E-05 - 298E-04  48IE-05
Std 3.30E-04 584E-02  6.72E-05 1.60E-03 1.85E-04

+/~/— 7/1/0 4/4/0 5/172 6/2/0
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Table 4 The performance of optimization results on multimodal functions
Fun N  FES {Ekx DE DERL DELB SaDE DEUS
30 25000 Mean 431E-06 O04E-04 393E-03  150E-02  149E-14
Std 1.04E—05 2.86E—03 9.35E—03 2.06E—02 7.66E—14
f5 10 25000 Mean 298E-03  569E-03  200E-03 _ 172E-03 _  8.08E-05
Std 1.22E—02 7.34E—03 1.41E—02 5.74E—03 4.42E—04
Mean 8.57E—07 3.10E—03 1.19E—01 1.15E+00 1.10E—15
3009000 g ssoE—07 T 12sB-02 T 3s4aE—01 T 226B100 T 7.53E-16
fo 10 25000 Mean 137E-06  1S7E-09 - 290E-09 _ 464E-08 3.57E-09
Std 7.50E—07 8.24E—10 2.23E-09 3.30E—08 1.93E—09
30 70000 Mean 124128 125024 124663 125458 125656
Std 4.86E+02 8.62E+01 3.39E+02 4.82E+01 2.16E+01
Jr 0 10000 Mean —418588 417404 418193 418983 —4189.83
Std 2.16E+01 4.10E+01 3.00E+01 1.01E—05 0.00E—00
30 15000 Mean 238E-06 - 230B-05  176E-07  380E-08 223E-11
Std 1.73E—06 1.26E—04 9.60E—07 6.51E—08 1.72E-11
T 0 so0p Meam 299E-07 153E-09  405E-09  327B-08 463E-10
Std 1.70E—07 1.45E—09 9.55E—09 3.96E—08 4.56E—10
30 15000 Mean LOSE-06 - 146B-09 323E-10  70IE-04 L73E-10
Std 6.75E—07 1.43E—09 8.93E—10 3.84E—03 1.02E—10
fo Mean  2.65E—07 7.49E—10 1.29E—09 2.45E—08 2.46E—11
10 5000 + + + +
Std 2.66E—07 4.86E—10 9.79E—10 2.64E—08 2.07E—11
10 10000 Mean TIOE=06  3.14E-09  340E-09  299E-08  LO2E-09
Std 6.35E—07 1.79E—09 2.12E—09 2.23E—08 4.46E—10
J10 s soo Mean  299E-06 2.29E—08 2.13E-07 1.35E—06 2.87E—09
Std 144E—06 T 166E—08 T 155807 T 820E-07 T 2.47E—09
10 25000 Mean 263E-05  332E-02 I31E-05 33202 0.00E-00
Std 1.20E—04 1.82E—01 7.18E—05 1.82E—01 0.00E—00
fn s goop Mean LS3E-10 0 332B-02 13IE-12 - 670E-11  _ 0.00E—00
Std 5.59E—10 1.82E-01  429E—12 1.42E—10 0.00E—00
4 1500 Mean —0399943 0399999 -0399987 -0399819 0.4
Std 4.87E—05 1.87E—06 1.25E-05 2.17E—04 0.00E—00
iz Mean  —0.199989 —0.199999 —0.199992 —0.199987 —0.2
2 800 + + + +
Std 1.25E-05 5.83E—07 1.14E-05 1.64E—05 0.00E—00
Tl — 15/1/0 12/3/1 12/4/0 14/2/0
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e 22 7 1T, B T fe—104E 1) 35 3b T DERLAT 1
A, FAR BT IR I, T HLS s e
H—F¢, DEUSHIL K T HME R T HAba R 5L
(e S JUAN S 4, G fs—304E 0] B4 T DE
FVESMN R, fo-304E M BL T DEF VA4 i
9%, fs—30%E il JUAR T-SaDEAZ 3 i 4 5%, JU 3L
X TR H f11, A DEUSHE K P55 T R 3
SR, AL S A R BRI 2 iz
UK, DEUSHVEL IARAE w22t L oA S MR £,
R, T4k 2 B s i 4, DEUSH: R
Pechase, il e s, A, R4 5 —17

AILUE W, 7R 2% )7 1, DEUSHE AL R

5 %4 T-DE, DERL, DELBFISaDESi% 154, 12

A 124 ) FEL, f T HeAx ) {8, B T f—104E

] AL, AR FAhAFR SEVAAR L 2 SR AT W

et AR SR T HoAtha M 5025

4.4 KSR (Mean convergence characteris-
tics)
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Fig. 4 The curve graph of mean convergence characteristics
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