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Improved self-adaptive constrained differential evolution algorithm
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Abstract: In order to solve constrained optimization problems, a novel differential evolution algorithm is proposed.
Firstly, the algorithm uses two mutation strategies to balance local search ability and global search ability.
Secondly, the new population is selected based on the feasibility-based rule, and poor individuals in the new
population are replaced by the substitution strategy. Then, a mutation mechanism is used to mutate the worst
individual to maintain the diversity of the population. Finally, the adaptive parameter control mechanism is
introduced to enhance the robustness and adaptability of the algorithm. In order to verify the effectiveness of this
algorithm, 10 benchmark constraint optimization problems and 10 engineering constraint optimization problems are
tested. Experimental results show that the algorithm has high precision, fast convergence speed, and strong
robustness.
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ATM MinMean —15 —0.792 01 —30 665. 539 —6961.813 9 24. 314 81
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Std 0 1. 72E-07 1. 0914E-11 1. 819E-12 7.31E-15




34 P T AL 2019 4

R REARALEDTHIRBER

87 geit 208 09 gl0 gll gl2
MinBest —0.095 83 680. 630 1 7 049. 248 0.749 9 —1
SaCDE MinMean —0. 095 83 680. 630 1 7 049. 248 0.749 9 —1
Std 2. 83E-17 4, 31E-13 6. 43E-06 1. 11E-16 0
MinBest —0.095 83 680. 630 2 7 053. 902 0. 749 949 —1
ATM MinMean —0.095 83 680. 641 5 7 236.579 0. 750 25 —0.999 99
Std 2. 6E-17 0.014 003 105. 099 3 0. 000 23 7. 42E-05
MinBest —0.095 83 680. 630 8 7 066. 3 0. 749 922 —1
CCoDE MinMean —0.095 83 680. 631 2 7 083.872 0. 949 851 —1
Std 2. T4E-17 0. 000 3 10. 807 08 0.099 953 0
MinBest —0.095 83 680. 630 1 7 049. 248 0.749 9 —1
ECHTEP MinMean —0.095 83 680. 630 1 7 049. 249 0. 749 901 —1
Std 2. 1E-17 1. 57E-05 0. 000 928 3. 42E-06 0
MinBest —0. 095 83 685.925 9 7 576. 307 0. 749 926 —1
ES MinMean —0.095 7 735.417 3 NaN 0. 7896 29 —0.999 45
Std 0. 000 376 82. 141 89 NaN 0. 066 142 0. 001 979
MinBest —0. 095 83 680. 630 1 7 049. 248 0.749 9 —1
FROFI MinMean —0.095 83 680. 630 1 7 049. 248 0.749 9 —1
Std 2. 78E-17 4. 61E-13 4. 15E-12 1. 11E-16 0
4 g04:MinMean’s Convergence Curve 4 g04:MinMean’s Convergence Curve 0 gl1:MinMean’s Convergence Curve
2 2
0 oF\ ~ CCoDE 4
= E N = ---ECHTEP | R
* N — ATM * —.— ES *k: S
z 2 “ Egﬁ’%'ép Z 2 T ltron |
= 4 RN ks = .4 —ts- SaCDE | — ATM
= R = i I T — CCoDE
= 6 NI E 6 ~ - - —- ECHTEP
- o SaCDE ®- \ 3 -.— ES
3 N 8 \ ) - .- FROFI
h AN N N -ts- SaCDE
-10 drmdirerdherroon Shizhehnderd -10 A\\ 14
-12 1 1 1 1 12 1 1 1 1 -16 n " 2
0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5 2 4 5
FEs X10° FEs X10° FEs X10°
3 bR IR 1) B X B S
X10* 204 : BoxPlot 206 : BoxPlot gl1:BoxPlot
+ -3500r + 1.00F —— +
-3.02f 4 +
-4 0001
0.95r
-3.03f T -4500F .
T +
2304k | 25 000F ! 3=0'90 1
g £ ! I
~ “~-5500F : 0.85F i
- B T
3.05 ~6000F :
0.80 1
-3.061 L -6 500F Q
1
+ &=+ o | oroor— & & v o | 07sp A+ 4+ 5 o
ATM CCoDE ECHTEF ES FROFI SaCDE ATM CCoDE ECHTEF ES FROFI SaCDE ATM CCoDE ECHTEF ES FROFI SaCDE
Algorithms Algorithms Algorithms

4 FRELRMAA R FERE

i #¢ 2 Friedman ¥ 5 v] 21, % 57 2 {8 0 i34, FROFT R HEF S — s FE X 3B 43 Fb 88 . SaCDE &
FROFT (k2 /N , SaCDE Bk Sk 2. 45, HEFI 4 15 FROFI Bk R BRI F Hay 4 ANEE.
T B U Sk U5 . SaCDE [ Bk B/, R 1. 95,



SERIIH 25 L IR [ 38 R 2T 2 4 AR 35

R 2 AREARMEALRDEN S IR ERLE

Statistic Test Symbol SaCDE vs ATM CCoDE ECHTEP ES FROFI
Win + 6 7 7 10 1
Mann-Whitney’s Test Tied ~ 4 2 2 0 6
Lose [ | 0 1 1 0 3
. MinMean’s Rank 2. 45 3. 80 4. 05 2.95 5. 90 1.85
Friedman’s Test .
MinBest’s Rank 1. 95 3.65 4. 25 3.05 5.90 2. 20
. . R™ 3 4 6 0 6
Wilcoxon’s Test Signed Rank ~
R* 52 51 49 55 49

R T TR0 LA A SRR AN [ [ E ) 2
SebE. SR A B R 2 1073 (MinMean) fE
REA R Wilcoxon £F5 BkAG 55, SaCDE 53
53 )45 B X B R AT A 06 R 6 B )
FAEKERE A 0. 05, 45 SREKG IR 45 SR I 3k 2.
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T HE 5 XA

ZEA VAT as T LASIIE 7 10 AARiEL AT
fRIn) 1, SaCDE #36Fi1 FROFT 5332 i PE AR T, IF:
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(=37
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h T #E— L BE SaCDE B9k A R A SOk

SaCDE &5 AATM* ECHTDER' ,GA .NDE!*®!
FPSO X 5 ANMEVEFE 10 A T ARSIk i L ot
X b, Horp AATM L ECHTDE B Ff ff # AR %
BOK A JFEIESC, NDE.GA Hl PSO %k B E R HLR
w5 SaCDE &k Af[R], o4 100. i Fix 10 T
YA AR IR B 3 25 A SCRk v i = 8 — R AN ]
SRR ) A B R P R B AN TR, Ry T
T L A OB T A B o T AR A R RS A )
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MinBest 0.012 67 1. 724 852 6 059. 714 3 2994.471 1 263.895 8

SaCDE MinMean 0.012 67 1. 724 852 6 075. 218 5 2994.4711 263.895 8
Std 6. 9E-18 1. 11E-15 56. 064 593 1. 819E-12 0

MinBest 0.012 67 1. 724 852 6 059. 714 3 2994.471 1 263.895 8

AATM MinMean 0.012 68 1. 724 852 6 069. 985 2994.471 1 263.896 0

Std 3. 9E-05 4. 24E-15 14.524 853 1. 819E-12 0. 000 249

MinBest 0.012 67 1. 724 852 6 059.714 3 2994.4711 263.895 8

ECHTDE MinMean 0.012 67 1. 724 852 6 059.714 3 2994.471 1 263.895 8
Std 7. 2E-18 1. 11E-15 9. 095E-13 1. 819E-12 0

MinBest 0.0127 5 1. 787 506 6 478.069 2 3 012.556 263.896 1

GA MinMean 0.013 28 1. 864 016 7 716. 844 2 3 034.439 4 263.946 3

Std 0. 000 34 0. 039 999 576. 317 69 7.155 5098 0. 085 644

MinBest 0.012 67 1. 724 852 6 059. 714 3 2994.471 1 263.895 8

NDE MinMean 0.012 67 1. 7248 52 6 061. 768 5 2994.471 1 263.895 8
Std 1. 02E-14 1. 11E-15 7.685829 9 1. 819E-12 0

MinBest 0.012 94 1. 761 726 6 067.955 9 3020. 292 5 263.895 8

PSO MinMean 0.013 76 1. 846 294 6 243.188 3 3047.192 1 263.895 8
Std 0. 000 5 0. 047 335 169. 800 55 15.116 076 0
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ik geit (WAL Vi< ans HoE st Rt US| 725 bans Wi R Bt
MinBest 1625.442 8 14. 672 53 —81 845. 256 9 1. 979 675 2. 7TE-12
SaCDE MinMean 1625.442 8 14.672 53 —72 643. 544 1. 983 829 1. 02E-11
Std 4. 547E-13 1. 28E-14 16 679.521 1 0.022 37 9. 82E-12
MinBest 1770.783 0 14.672 53 —81 845. 256 9 1.979 969 2. 7TE-12
AATM MinMean 2132.469 6 14. 788 24 —77 860. 419 65 1.992 722 5. 68E-11
Std 299. 862 23 0.126 196 4 655. 421 877 0. 014 306 1. 94E-10
MinBest 1625.442 8 14.672 53 —81 845. 256 9 1. 979 675 2. 7E-12
ECHTDE MinMean 1625.442 8 14. 672 53 —81 845. 256 76 1. 979 675 4. 06E-12
Std 4. 547E-13 9. 43E-14 0. 000 426 034 1. 33E-15 5. 08E-12
MinBest 2 665.693 6 NaN NaN 2. 200 735 2. 7E-12
GA MinMean 3 380. 786 1 NaN NaN 2.349 212 2. 7E-12
Std 450. 649 81 NaN NaN 0.092 108 1. 21E-27
MinBest 1625.442 8 14. 672 53 —81 845.256 9 1. 979 675 2.7TE-12
NDE MinMean 1625.442 8 14. 672 53 —81 845.256 9 2.008 753 1. 76 E-11
Std 4. 547E-13 1. 58E-14 0 0. 052 709 5. 44E-11
MinBest 1625.452 7 14.932 13 NaN 2.184 691 2.7TE-12
PSO MinMean 1712.034 7 NaN NaN 2. 564 383 1. 51E-08
Std 100. 653 66 NaN NaN 0.176 774 7. 94E-08
x4 IRBARMLODTBHSITEIELERIER
Statistic Test Symbol SaCDE vs ATM CCoDE ECHTEP ES FROFI
Win + 7 1 9 2 9
Mann-Whitney’s Test Tied ~ 3 7 0 7 1
Lose - 0 2 1 1 0
MinMean’s Rank 2.45 3.85 1. 95 5.10 2.50 5.15
Friedman’ s Test
MinBest”’s Rank 2.40 3.95 2.55 5.50 2.25 4.75
R~ 16 14 1 9 0
Wilcoxon’s Test Signed Rank
R* 39 41 54 46 55
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()R g4 . SaCDE K fff e ) 25 25 3 1T A B 0 25
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