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ZHEWMEMRIL T B (MCOA, multimethod
collaborative optimization algorithm) B ZE R HH
—Mi T, RRA—-EHIMERKKEEZNAEA
A UM B Ak 7 ¥ 4H 4R R Ok 1 4T DM Rk T 45 B
IRAC TS B, BT ) FE 2 E X BE v R 3h
PS5 — Ak A4k 3t T, MCOA FIFI 2 5 th
YE 8P4k J7 ¥ B9 BV 350 B 3R 42 8 MCOA #9141k 4%
%, TUERBRTSE5IMENRAETENERRE
K, TEOR MR 2% bR B AL 1) B A K R AT 4% SRR
it EF TERAREFIAERE.
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F1#: (MECOA, multimethod embedding collaborative
optimization algorithm),

BN A MECOA B 2 A 25 fl it 5 4 &,
R 5 # 41T MECOA WAL ERE o R 2 1SS AY
{4 R A AL B B0 4T MECOA B 32 B 2K

2 MECOA A K% #

£ MECOA v, R A HoAth 0 46 7 B2 4E R H ARG
e — 3B IR B R EE R, DL ERA
B FBEFEPORMT ERAEE T

MECOA W E AL S 5 UMEM MRS %L
Fitx AUMER BARGL B A K, — B0k 8 BY 7 2k 1 ik
APMERR S 8 S FE EE R E R K F — A a
R, 7E S E R o AT 4 B O R SR A M E AR
iz B MBEMFAIM.
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FHATHMEE (m ) BERMARIE, Bk
FEBRAWKMAEEHTHELE, RBEMRA
Fk AR,

Step 3 LT A BRMKALEE, #
TOMER LR B AL, FIWTR & W 2 UME LA Ik
W, RN Step 4, BN L1152 M H]ALGE
BENMUTEANT S EREHREFER, &
Step 2,

Step 4 % 1k MECOA, ¥ X4#i175 3| M B LA
YE 5 MECOA M BBt o

A 1 & MECOA Mii#2E . M MECOA HMit®
L BRMFBERE A, MECOA KU ER &3 B 7
EEFEFEMRAIBRIHIMERZERN . AR
FEFENRAIERA RN, RSB P#HT
BAWERAMLE LT AR —H, MECOA M EKK
PMERMLENE S SIMEN EEF BB &
RE o '
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Fig.1 Flow chart of MECOA

LB 7Y i /5 B 3 (GA, genetic algorithm)!?!
AERFTEHITRADMERG], BB EHTRA
PMERIALE FT LA BZE GA (RIS B ARIALE :

1) B HEEGAB—-RITEENME (B
EHRE) B #TIRAUME, fERS#H GA IR
BRI AL R R EMER AL

2) MBI AE GA M0 {6 9 T 36 0 HEAT A
UME, EAGAR I AME5EH . &KX, BRFEEN
BIEE T UME,

3) WBY T B TE GA A A E) BE K B AT HROA
PMERAL, XF b E B4 B A R AT EME R AL .

4) MBI T EE GARNBREE FREZTHRE,
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Fig.2 Flow chart of GA
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3.1 MECOA &t 447

MECOA %, ¥E k& E T, HHB)
FERERMBE. hIEEH. BB 1 7 A,
MECOA MM 5 FEFEHVHX, MECOA &
AEEHFENIMERMLGEELE, —BREX BT
EOMERILGE BMAE, EEHFEXHBI TR
ERALE R BB MBI EFGEHETAA, B
MECOA WALt 2 EA MBI T BN EERN
BOE, HFTLUEEH .

HR1 R MECOAWEFE N ERKAK,
N MECOA 1 2 WS K -

3.2 MECOA £ RS
MECOA fRE 2R EMFHENEERZWT .
1) RBEFEFEEFHGAFHL2RBMFE;
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2) B A MER AL B B A Bk EE O B
H R B AR 5

3) B FEHFERMEMRIME, Bk Bk
W B R A .

AL, MECOA WM& R LAe il 8 7k
MBI T EWUME—RIZE, EFL2RBEMFER
FRR T B2 5E, TLIIR® MECOA M2
JR B AR AR
3.3 MECOA it & i 4 #7

MECOA #, ¥ HMMEMA T BENE - EE
AT W — BV EF, HU et Rk
B B R ARt E . BB T IR
THE—KUMES RS H BARRBOT R RS, 7T REH
i MECOA % #3+5 H b5 ek BOR %, M i T
HERRE, BETEEFENRARER.

MECOA K15 B 4] :

m n Ii; i
T = ZZZ(Si;kTﬁjk + Tp{]k) + Zch
ji=1

(1)
M (1) ATE, S5UMERNRMATE 6,(i =
1,2,, m) B8 m. WWEKRE »n. PMELHERE
npﬁkﬁ%m%%ﬁiﬁ@\mwﬁ&mﬁ
—WERIT B EIRRE f(2) KB Sy AT
b, B—WERMALBRMERT 8] T, . BIReRE f(2)
TR A E Ty & T MECOA K+ & BT T(m,
n, 1,'," Sijlz’ Tﬁjkv Tpi;k! ch)O
MR (1) TH, EHBSEATHERLT,
WA ERE n, FTLABZ MECOA #9388 8]
AN E H PMER AL 2 1 W Y g T A R B B VE R 8,
WMPMER S, EMT MENLS, — BT Ak E
MECOA WM setE. BT, &< EMRL
ZOEHEN], FTLAIRE MECOA R fLdett .

4 M

BT MECOA #4514 5 B AKX B (AL 75 1 % Y
X, ik RiEHFBEHEE (GA). Powell
(PM) . BRI R (PSM)P) 47 261 4 T BF 5T,
A R 46 77 ¥ B AR A8 LB MECOA B 11 4L %5 1
ARESX 3 MMULITEAR —®EF ., X3 MUl
AR T R AL B W S AT AL, A
B2 [a) AT R 5 B A B A R AT ME . GA fE
LREFERARE, PSM M PM #7318 R
HARME, MEZEERAFEAMES, ATLLESMHEZ

VB B BIME 3% B K B 2 R B A o o
4.1 MXAHE KKK MECOA

RAUT 2 N 2RMmen ks (R&/ME)
#E4T MECOA B3R .

I. Rosenborock &%

F(z) = 100(x; - z3)* + (z, - 1)*  (2)
-5<zxy, 1, <5;
HRBEELRENRBERS, 2RBEHAAREAE 1
MoK 1,1, Z2REMRERN O,
II. =4k Shubert BR%C (1)

F(x) = lZicos[(i + 1)z, + l”

iiicos[(i + 1D)x, + i]f+

0.5[(x, +1.425 13)% + (z, + 0.800 32)2],
—10< 2y, 2, <10 , (3)
WEREAE 760 M RMEMNMHE, RA(-1.42513,
-0.800 32) BReRBMHA, 2REKHENRN
-186.730 9,

A GA, PSM, PM =# i {4k 75 B A R4
BB RRFATHRAYME, W MECOA, Bk %
A~ MECOA Mt tn T -

MECOA1 GA AFEFNi, PM IHEBH
¥%; PMERN GA W 1 M5B F AT UMERL

MECOA2 GA REEF, PM AH B
¥; PM X GA M fEE T E BN E— MK
FHATHERAL \

MECOA3 GA WFEH %, PM hH#BIF
%5 PM Xt GA Wi &8 F 7 4 M B A~ K 47 th
FERAL o

MECOA 4 GA A FEH Y, PM, PSM A #
Bi#k; PM, PSM 4+ 5I1E R GA M—1 &2 E F
AT ERAL

MECOA 5 PSM A EEH L, PM AR
¥%; PM{ER PSM M — M8 R 7 [0 #E 4T MEMR AL .

GA W BEA % H X 100, HEEFE R 120,
RAREEL AR, WKFEEPRER 20
K, KN RESRSEPEL 40 KHH
A [R] 9 B AR 1E B 3 R BOR B oK AN (O
1000), R MEE N 0.05, X HFE K 0.80,
PSM 1l PM MAILHENERHEAHFIRE (K
0.000 000 1), H+ PM F B — BRI EXR
sk 0.618 1), 7E MECOA # F I 9 3.0
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RACTT ¥ B 5 305 R B s A AL J7 8 0 L AR Ak B —
B, EB-KIMERKLLIRD, HE GA, PSM,
PM HIERKEH 1. MERLE S LERARK
EHF S, PMEMKKIEENRER GA WAL
W,
4.2 RUBRELERIH

BMEAL R R A [F B BEAL = 4 R B 5
100 &, PAGEit P34 & MR B B R 1k
R 22 RmA R & R4S R BRI
RIERA4

1 RUFZEHRMRE

Table 1 Average optima of each method

b R I I}
GA 0.000 5 -143.201 8
PSM 15 262.105 4 -76.1319
PM 3.357.800 7 —141.745 8
MECOA 1 0.000 1 " —186.695 8
MECOA 2 0 -186.526 0
MECOA 3 0 -171.361 2
MECOA 4 0 -186.526 0
MECOA 5 1699.501 1 -167.940 7

M 1 75, MECOA MY B R E MK T 4 5
S5UMEMRALT BN FHREMKE. MECOAL B
T B ALME M T MECOAS 8 F ¥ &BME. *F Fil
REM I, MECOAI & MECOA4 /B T4 F &
BET2RBRENFHBRMME; X T &K
I, MECOA1, MECOA2, MECOA4 i ¥ & i
HEE T2 RHBIMMAE, MECOA3 fl MECOAS ¥
BB ENE,

%2 RUEFEZzINLBERABIY

Table 2 Times of global best optima each

method has reached

X, o 3 I I
GA 57 0

PSM 0 1

PM 84 9
MECOA 1 92 91
MECOA 2 96 88
MECOA 3 100 23

: MECOA 4 : 95 88
MECOA 5 97 17

MR 28 H, MECOA HLRBRRFREH B

RFHI S5 UMER AL T & 2R B H R E.
TR AR I, £ MECOA M2 REBEMRMH K
WEERF T 100, 3+ FRKX ek I, MECOAL,
MECOA2, MECOA4 M2 R BIEMR BB L, &
iE 100, T MECOA3 f1 MECOAS K £ J5 4 & %
BED

®3 RUPEBRRESEHRRERES

Table 3 Standard error of optima and average

optima of each method

Y i o 3 I I
GA 0.001 4 . 34.084 5
PSM 18 281.978 7 60.561 7
PM 11 187.587 5 46.576 0

MECOA 1 0.000 3 0.1117

MECOA 2 0.000 1 1.612 2

MECOA 3 0 18.752 3

MECOA 4 0.000 1 1.612 2

MECOAS 10 815.686 1 17.741 0

M 3 "4, MECOA MERMHE S FHRIMKE
PREZMEN FHMES 5SIMENRA T EEH BN
# . MECOA1 Wtr#EZ T MECOAS MR 2%
F W R I, BR MECOAS LA 4h, H b
MECOA # B 78 T R#F bR HE 2. XF T W i ok JK
I, MECOAl1 ® #r # £ ¥ %, MECOA3 #
MECOA 5 MItrEZ M85 %,

Fd RUEFETHBRBEHEIR
Table 4 Average number of function

evaluations of each method

T X bR 3 I I
GA 7 545 8034
PSM 1 803 213
PM 1971 980
MECOA 1 37 203 23677
MECOA 2 35211 24 048
MECOA 3 17 350 14 312
MECOA 4 34 248 24 609
MECOA 5 222 137 2 627

M 4 [ HI, MECOA #9318 B 45 ok $E K
M2 5PMERRATERNITE B REEREAE T

Him% £, L+ MECOA1, MECOA2, MECOA4,



%4 3

BUHG . ET ARSI IMERAL T & 55

MECOAS MR EAH Xt F 2 5 h V8 B R4k 75 ¥ B9 it
AR R BORBOURAE

SAER1IER4PWBETH, MECOA M X F
NS 5 PME R AL 5 B A BT E &R E A
B e RRERMAmFE, BRNBEHDBIR
=, ERRMEEM T HHEBRREERE. 5T
LBEMMALEBRRA T E, GHEEESSUMEN
AL MR BEHITIRAUMENME, S5UMEN
otk 77 vk B % B 7E 2 2 3 2 (616 8 AT LA BSR4
LR ER ., BMERAMRNFTETESHB
Fk . NRBEAMEA B R HK MECOA, Hit
R T REA — 4,

5 4kiE

ETE®ADERKSZ I EDERNKT®
(MECOA) % A % A B 77 206 A [ B9 4 46 77 3%
MERR, HX T2 5UMERMMAT %, MECOA
HE T FHRUERE, T 2REMSE, &£
BT ATk R E b, BRI AN T 35 B AR R
BB RAMERABARF, MECOA K ALHF

HHA—H; RESSIMENRAT EWRILRE
A] AR 3/ MECOA MR IbstE. —MERT,
R F 2 MR AT B AT R DME SR BT USRS 357 1Y
HALSR, i ERRH PMYEN GA H—ABtEE
Fi# T MERAL K MECOAL,

#— W B 5 TAE F] L 7E 38 2> MECOA #t
BEARBREMESRASRERTERF, 25
PME TR 4k 84 £ 4k 75 B 19 2 35 DA & B 8% MECOA
I RE R B AR R, e A 3 B A ik
REFHLLSBIBRR KRB S RBEMB, FEIKA
PMEFMILER T, §%,

5% X W
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Multimethod Collaborative Optimization Algorithm
Based on Embedding Collaboration

Luo Wencai, Luo Shibin, Wang Zhenguo
(College of Aerospace and Material Engineering , National University of Defense

Technology, Changsha 410073, China)

[ Abstract ]

It uses embedding structure to collaborate different kinds of optimization methods, and makes use of the

Multi-method collaborative optimization algorithm based on embedding collaboration is advanced.

collaboration effect among them to improve the optimization performance. A multimethod collaborative
optimization algorithm base on embedding collaboration is designed, which is composed of genetic algorithm,
pattern search method and Powell’s method. Results show that multi-method collaborative optimization
algorithm based on embedding collaboration obtains better global optimization performance than single
optimization method.

[Key words]  multimethod collaborative optimization algorithm; embedding collaboration; .genetic algorithm;

pattern search method; Powell’s method
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