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A COMPARISON OF EVOLUTIONARY STRATEGIES AND
HYBRID EVOLUTIONARY STRATEGIES FOR
CONSTRAINED OPTIMIZATION PROBLEMS
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Abstract

In this paper, we construct a hybrid evolutionary strategies (HES) for constrained
optimization problems. Evolutionary strategies (ES) and hybrid evolutionary strategies
(HES) are comparied on two constrained problems. Theoretical analysis and experi-
mental data show that the HES has high converge speed and stability. It can be applied

in many constrained optimization problems in engineering practically.

§1. 3] B

BRI BRI G R E BB, HLBER <A RS, HkkRER
KA AR R MR HORA T EREABREET S HEREK
Rechenberg!!l B4 4: 438t 132 i ) — FHBEMLEL . H.-P. Schwefel 7f [2) RS 1~
VO] KRR R, 7 T BELIRRS (ES). BT IS A B N S T
Rt N S | o S R SYVA S R

AR R AR AL B A LR AR R — RS A T, B Hamaifar %
N SHER T R SRR AL B, B8] e 1 (A %k T T F
SUEPENS F R B HX PR, A SCH R S AT RS S, BT
fib oK B 12 ) 30 ) VR 7 E AL KBS (HES), 3 HLE HES 58 ES #H4T T Hi. Bt 9
KE e R LW, HES HAWSEBRMEEM TS84, L TRMITF L
ML

« 1996 F 8 J1 9 115

1) KR 48 1R FL 5 & H B9 E




¥ L HERSIEELER oo i

§2. HITRBAHMESEHE
WAL R R, TR ETA T R R BB U AR @) T
M, EEAT kS, SRSER, KE WRRE, EEES XM
A5, AL I L ) 1 AL T AR R SR MR AL R, LR SR R A AL ) R
7S LA T ANRREE, B S TTAT A R BRI AR, AR W AR oA R
AN PR E BT, LE R BEA0 E fL o R AN T AL BRI A R 2 R
18R S 2 RO A AL 1) R
min f(x),
s.t. Ci(z)=0,i=12,--,m,, (1)
ngCl(x)ng t=m,.+ 1, ,m,
i fle) & Ci(x) (1= 1,2, ,m) #EE XL R LHEE, 204 TR AEZMER
t{[, L..H, €R.
W B (1). E X Ly AR R E T K R P(e,p) WT

m

P(z.p)=pY_|g:(@)], (2)
i=1
0, r e F,

gi(z) = ¢ Ci(z). regE, 1=12,---.m,,

max(L; — Ci(z),Ci(z) = H;), = ¢ E, i=mc+ 1. -m.

K EARTHRHMES, o ATIETF. id

Gx) =) lg.(a)]. (3)

FrGla) AW (1) #E R R (D) FHRE
min F(z) = min(f(z) + P(x, p)). (4)

T A R (4) By R

(1) ¥ 35 1A E NP R R B S(x), B S(z) 5 F(e) A AHF M BB A
(2) BEMLERL 2, € R™, i = 1,2, | N. KB ¥I 4R Fh#¥.

(3) XA z; FIAHMN 57 & =, & A

inj = Ty; +N(OU)

SRR o AR 2, N0.0) RFEN o BN T ESMH L&,
1) HOBE S(e) B S(a). HABHEARIEN, W 2N SRR N ENE 8
fRitt AT 1.



N RN LSRR o 0 A SR R 0 A M B e

) N EAR SRS R 2 bR

§3. REHLRMBAMIRIT SN

AL R DR H B ENEG R, TRABESHEHBGEE. AL
ol EUARES Y L ARCH TR B &, R T - FOR B R W B R At
(LR A SGA R L R AL ) BET, AN FURES, FHIEE &
{L. S (HES) Y5 Schwefel {4, %85 (SES) #E4T T 3.

(Ut R, T R o MYEEHOE B R E R, R 1k R A SR
X i, Schwefel I ST R R R, UMM ERDSHE NGB, B
R A, AR AT EEE o B« AL (2.0) BB (2.0

4

A

ol =a,exp(t' - N(0.1) + 7 N;(0,1)), 151
r=x;+ N(0,0)) (6)
158 [';1
o 1 T = — 1
V2n' 2yn

O 1) BENG(0,1) 2 AH B PR e AR LA &R, W] & =7/ N(0.1) + 7V (0.1) BRM
.1%\67%‘ NONVTZT+ 72 Wik o (i o BTk E). XTU‘;IA/&EJJ{ET%%%A%H‘J?“
AT RERE B MR ) R B R AR IE RS, B B EBERE A B4
SES XT3 2 1) A 50 e AT T e B R B AR, W BRI IE AR W) MR, R
FHAEA K.

BT =TT ENF.
) kAU, ENMERITFENERIEA voprr BEREX —CHEMNTEKF.
(2) RN & RBE k+m R, Xopragm B NS EBAEE, WA EAHN
W R o s, BD
o ¢— -0, 6€10.7,09]

(3) WRE RS, wop KIS DR 5, WX — SR RERMR, &2
bR BEBELIRER p RIFIXMPEE. 4

UL<_w'77i7

Hor v il 2

.2

1 o x
e 200ml*dr =1-p, pel0.4,0.5]
V2myn; /—17 ’ ’

Rt R, SIARLHLE]. RAHER pe, 8 — AP 7= 4 —BEHLEL .
Hor<po b, AT N BTEEN /\%‘?/\% (N o KA.




38 7 - ) %jt_{éiﬁﬁ'—ﬁ#ﬁm&f}ﬂ 1998 4E

B B, R ML B AL 15 8 1 IR A AL KBS (HES) fn T
£ 1 RI\EE (1) W& Ly TEE P, p);
T 2. FAMBEIEN N, SEUARE ks, WHETIEF . B k=0,
Z 3. MR N MR A 2, oy, BEHEMBR o WFIEA (1L 1) €
R™: '
P 4. MENMEEREREN S(z);
$ 5. RFEIMOBRZBET E@E, iHF L ROATEREEFMEEANS L1
(AW
.}f 6. k=k+ 1, ﬂu% k> kmaxy D]\'Jﬁﬁi%lt, %tﬂéﬁ%’ tl[] %]‘éz..gi’ 50 {ﬁ’
A, W% p e 10-p, $e 4, BN 5.

J'opt )[;

§4. THER

ATEIEAXHENARNE, B8R T KEER, HY5 SES #{T 1 1t
B OEFMBEUE N = 400, FZBE po = 0.75 FERTIK-F p = 100, ALK

kmax = 200, ﬁ%%fg 10_3.

Bl 1.

Bl 2.

min f(x) = (z; — 2)* + (z2 — 1)%,

st. 1 — 2z, +1 =0,

~z¥/4—-zi+12>0.

#* 1 SES it HER

SR BH4&R | BRE%E Y H 2
F(z) 1.39300 1.39347 3.53365 1.67517 0.52989
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