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Abstract: The flower pollination algorithm (FPA) is a novel, easy and efficient optimization algorithm proposed in recent years. It has
been widely used in various fields, but its search strategy has some defects, which become an impediment to its application. Therefore,
this paper introduces an improved flower pollination algorithm based on multi-strategy. First, the new global search strategy was adopted
through two groups of random individual difference vectors and Lévy flight to increase the diversity of population and expand the search
range, making the algorithm easier to escape the local optimum and improve its exploitation ability. Second, the elite mutation strategy
was used in the local search, and a new local pollination strategy was developed by combing it with the random individual mutation

mechanism. The elite individuals were used to guide the evolution direction of other individuals and improve the search speed of the
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algorithm. The random individual mutation strategy was adopted to keep the population diverse and enhance the continuous optimization
capability of the algorithm. In addition, the two mutation strategies were adjusted through linear decreasing probability rule to make them
complement with each other and improve the optimization capability of the algorithm. Finally, a new solution was generated by the cosine
function search factor strategy to replace the unimproved solution and improve the quality of the solution. The stability and effectiveness
of the algorithm were proved by simulation experiments of 5 kinds of classical test functions and statistical analysis. The experimental
results show that the improved algorithm proposed in this paper is a novel and competitive algorithm compared with the existing classical
and state-of-the-art improved algorithms. At the same time, the proposed algorithm was used to solve the route planning problem of
unmanned combat aerial vehicle (UCAV) in the military field. The test results show that the proposed algorithm also has certain
advantages in solving practical engineering problems.

Key words: flower pollination algorithm; dynamic adjustment strategy; cosine function search factor; search equation; population

diversity
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Fig.1 Curve graph of cosine functions within the range of different values of x
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Aglorithm 1. MIFPA.

1. Randomly produce n flowers {x;i=1,2,...,n};

2. Compute the fitness fun(x;);

3. foin=min(fun(x;));

4. Find the best individual x,,, in the initial population;
5. FEs=n;

6. while FEs<Max_FEs do

7 for i=1: n do

8 Generate a new p according to Eq.(11);

9

if p>rand(0,1) //global optimization

10. Randomly produce four flowers (solutions);

11. produce a new candidate x!"' based on Eq.(2)~Eq.(4) and Eq.(6);
12. else // local optimization

13. Randomly generate four flowers (solutions);

14. if rand(0,1)<¢
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15. Generate a new candidate x!"' according to Eq.(7);
16. else

17. Generate a new candidate x/*' according to Eq.(8);
18. endif

19. endif

20. Evaluate the newly generated solution x/*';

21. FEs=FEs+1,

22. if fun(x™) < fun(x!)

23. replace x/ by x/*';

24. else

25. Generate a new candidate xf“ according to Eq.(9);
26. Evaluate the newly generated solution x/*';

217. FEs=FEs+1;

28. if fun(x!™") < fun(x)

29. replace x/ by x/*';

30. endif

31. endif

32.  endfor

33.  Update the current best solution x,,;

34. endwhile
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BEAL VKL T T 6 MIFPA 509 1) 52 2% B EAT 70

B 1% H br BN fx), B R B N n, SR A7 ) R 465080 D AD) N THE 45 € R 1Y) B AR R BB
A7 B 1] 5 SR AR 1) R 4 B D A 9% 09 B 50 AR B8 S35 )l R RN RF 5 OB ) 2. 2% BE 4 5 I U E SRR Ay

o TEWIAR AP TEH: T AT B d 0 AR R S A AR I B IR I (RS2 2R B O(n(r  DHAD)))=O(DHAD)), e H,ry Ky

F= AR 350 4 A BE AL AT B 17

o AJRMRALEL S B 2% B A O(n(r,D))=0(D), He 1,1y 93 (1)AE BT A IrF — 4 25 B g $AUAT I 1)

o JABBMRALES S FIE T A 2% BE A O(n(r3D))=O(D), 3t 11 5 3R(5) AL FCHT fif At — 2 A% S ) $AUAT B T

o W AR BEN AR EMET S IR E R EAN On(rytrsDHAD))=0O(DHAD),FH rys rs 2751

EU AT A 5 | AR AT 85 46— 4 1 AR A B (RIB AT B 1)

JIT LA FPA B3 I 1] 52 24 2 POV 0RO T(FPA)=20(D+AD))+20(D)=0(D+AD)). I\ 55 2.4 5 ) 5 7 12 7] S
A 3(6)~2 (92 Bl FIRAE sz b, BIVELH5 57 1 4 SR 45 2R SR S 11 )0 30044 2R SR e AR K o 2 A A 14 A 11 ik
J7 i Mg R A A AR R 5 O ISR, T3 5 H MIFPA. [ I IR) & 2% 5 H

T(MIFPA)=T(FPA)+T(A Z(6))+T( 2(7)+T(A FR(8)+T(A K (9))
=O(DHAD))+O(n(rsD))+O(n(r:D))+O(n(rsD))+O(n(r9D))
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=0(D+(D))+40(n(D))

=0(D+f(D)),
Forh rgrg 23 )9 08 (6)~ 23 TN (9) HH AR FGHT AR IR — 4 3% B (1) 44,47 I (8] [ S, MIIFPA. S92 1) I 8] 53 4% 5 55 FPA 55
VAR E) 52 2% FE D T A — O 40, ol 2 U, Uk VA I B 28 FE IR R B FPA BB m K 2.

HRAE F IR XS MIFPA B35 (I [H] 52 44 B I B0 73 8 (G 14 43 B1T) AT 1, MIFPA. B3k (I [R] 52 44 5 55K FPA
HiRE TR —8ER. RN FPA FIIERIREUN Max_Gf=Max_FEs/n, 5/ n RS MIFPA 5% 1 5 KB IR
N Max_FEs/(2xn)<Max_Gc<Max_FEs/n, il Max_Gc<Max_Gf. 38 738 7T %0 75 40 7] 1 55 K B8 BT A R 3
Max_FEs=10000xD(F H,D F R E 450 T , MIFPA B2 3% A 34 0 Bk i i \) 52 28 B2

3 SWERS

31 LRNHXRBESHRE
N TS MIFPA S35 HOA 20k, A5 ) 19 A28 i bR AR Ik o B0 (B & CEC ik bg 50 E AT S 36, I 1K
BRBN R B R MR 4B IR B E IR L F 1P g R T A R i LR oA
7T SRS o 4 PR B S A AR R 1) 22 L TR 4 08 B0 o0 2 22 B AR AE oR 20 a6 T TR 1) 22 IS e A bR
B 17~fro FE AR AR R ot 24 bR B AR SCob B FR) I A7 R 00 o SR e e /ML
Table 1 Experimental test functions in the paper

L ARSCAE A S0 1 R 2

MURENEER BRI HRIH 4R BAR A

fi Sphere [-100,100] 30,50,100 0

f Schwefel 1.2 [-100,100] 30,50,100 0

f Rosenbrock [-30,30] 30,50,100 0

fa Quartic with noise [-1.28,1.28] 30,50,100 0

fs Rastrigin [-5.12,5.12] 30,50,100 0

fo Ackley [-32,32] 30,50,100 0

f Griewank [-600,600] 30,50,100 0

1 Generalized penalized 1 [-50,50] 30,50,100 0

fo Generalized penalized 2 [-50,50] 30,50,100 0

fio Kowalik [-5,5] 4 0.000 307 5
fin Shekel5 [0,10] 4 -10.153 2
fiz Shekel7 [0,10] 4 -10.402 9
fis Shekel10 [0,10] 4 -10.536 4
fia Rotated rosenbrock’s function [-2.048,2.048] 30,50 0

fis Rotated griewank’s function [-600,600] 30,50 0

fie Rotated ackley’s function [-32.768,32.768] 30,50 0

fi7 Shifted sphere function [-100,100] 30,50 -450
fis Shifted rosenbrock’s function [-100,100] 30,50 390

fio Shifted rotated ackley’s function with global optimum on bounds [-32,32] 30,50 —140

32 RELRHEEREFIE AR

9T S B M — 2D U TS SCE] N AR 5% B B 2R R T R 08 5 i SR A R BRI — AR R AR X B
1R FHAEIR R B2 (flower pollination algorithm with cosine function factor,f&i#% CFPA)5 3 A LM} 5 ik
(FPA)IEAT 5& B4 A AT AR 1 T & S i br K 2R 2 (B3 CEC N B B0 #E 47 S B A, st e S 4 ik B
AN B n=50; B B 4ER D=30 B 4;5 K REPlIRE Max_FEs=10000xD, 53247 30 K. FH 1, Mean_
error(CF YA R 2B 1L A N (10) 15

Mean_error=f(x)—f(x") (10)

Hor e SR R SRAR IO AR A S 24 T SR AR 1) 4 R B AR AR

B2 R (10) ] E:Mean_error #7035 i 1 5 B0

S0 25 SR LA 2,3 v A B B 2 12 A 2 0 R B TS B A o B A
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Table 2 Mean_error of the two algorithms (D=30,4)

T2 WMEIER Mean_error(D=30,4)

MIURFN Mean_error pIIRE Mean_error

EEt FPA CFPA Lt FPA CFPA
il 5.54E-08 0.00E+00 Sin 3.21E-07 3.21E-07
f 2.85E-04 0.00E+00 Ji2 4.06E-05 4.06E-05
5 2.08E+01 2.59E+01 Sz 9.82E-06 9.82E-06
Ja 1.86E-02 4.67E-06 Sia 1.17E+03 5.70E+02
S 6.12E+01 0.00E+00 fis 1.74E+02 0.00E+00
Jo 1.50E+00 8.88E-16 Jie 7.67E-01 0.00E+00
Vi 8.49E-05 0.00E+00 Jin 3.60E-07 1.83E-01
1 1.34E-02 6.86E-07 fis 1.52E+02 3.65E+04
o 2.09E-05 1.76E+00 fro 2.10E+01 2.03E+01
Sio 1.40E-08 1.40E-08 - - -

MR 2 B H1:CFPA BIETE 19 MR R E FEE T 15 DN EefiAE, i FPA BykEE 8 MR E. X R, A
AR TR AR R F T RN B R P R 4R R R T =

N T FE A b AR T A 9% 5RO R R T AR BRD SR S B AR S 2 1) AN TR) AR SO R I 7 AR A [
PR SRARAL — 41 Griewank BR%, 1% B U2 AR 1 2 84S L A 2 5 Sl s/ ME AT — N2 R i AR AE.

AR FPA B AN R 5% MU R 711 FPA BVE4 RITESS 1 IR, 25 10 IR 25 20 UOER G IR e 1 45
Sl 2 Fraw, Ho, B 2(a)~ B 2(c) & H A FPA BRI EE S i [, 2(d)~ & 2(D 2 7 R 7% B 5044 & K711 FPA

SR IR AT L
600 —— - 800 800 =
P @09 o PN
4007 -0 4001 n 0,8 o 400 1
! 0 8 ! o O Doy 004
200} P L 200} [ 200 3 0 |
I s P & o8 é @ %D
! h . 1 o
2000 ob . ° ozwgoj 200} 00 oo g Oy 700 200 ° o i o o o ]
B X °® o o LN % o 4001 == 4
_50 .\__‘-\__I = i Z = Io e = 00 ‘\__‘ -~ 600 \._\'\. y y — - ’|
-EUU 400 200 [i] 200 400 600 -800 400 -200 i) 200 400 600 500 <400 -200 0 ZUO 4DCI 800
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400 1 Q00 00 cg °| 4007 4007 1
200} " ' 200! — 200 —— !
| & ., C 0 | iy w, N i 0 {
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®

Fig.2 Population distribution of the 2 algorithms after first, 10th and 20th iterations respectively

2 BRMEVES AR 1K BB 10 R 55 20 WKIEARS FHEEI S A

ML 20T BU PR SR AE T AR BEA I (51 1 DS AR, Rl LT o 1 B9 R 2 ) (H R B AL R A

WTR N, ESCHE 1) FPA. S92 WAL Sk R Sk 35 M A T 2 A% FPA B35 3 1) i
5N B FPA SR DU i Sl 42 5 e DL A

B2 53 4T K2 B 7S SRR
p & FPA BRI B BB A AR P S A FPA SEVA BRI 10 2 20T kx4 A I A 1 et
2 HAE R FIES BT LA R R K, %?ﬁ%*%?*ﬁt p IIBUE NLIZ AT AN R e AL 1]

B Ak e 8 2% o BB )R T I T R 4
B B0 e Ackley(Z 7S B BOREAT AL, BF AL p MBUE XS FPA 1 BE Y 52 i /&

fR B 5
3.3 pXTEAMAE

1 G AR TL R B R B TR

B RABURE L S

© hFFeE
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J6#1[0.001:0.001:0.01,0.02:0.01:0.1,0.2:0.1: 11, &5 4> B HU 1) In] BU4E R BN D=30,FiBF BB BN n=50, 5 KITAL
B B 9 10000xD; 29 T 980N SRS R 72,00 p 1A AMEL, S M S AT 30 R, SR 35 1 3% 722 T2 56 &5 S
Bl 3 Fras, B H ) Fsph fl Fack 437l % 7R B Sphere 1 Ackley.

10,
Q& - ©— Fsph
5( X —O— Fack []
2 o
T \
=2 \
s 5 o
8 N
& 10 N
-15 RSy o ¢
S O - 3
-20 n
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Fig.3 Performances of FPA with different p values
K3 p BURFEER,FPA fTERE

ME 3 LA H:

(1) X T Ackley,p=0.3 It FPA L e I if . X5 T B4 Sphere,p=0.7 I ,FPA $R1G I E B2 fe 1L

(2) W p MEUE K KEUR /N FPA P REER A7

(3)  FPA 7ERMEA R OL Ak i) B, AV BB T p (0 I

M bR S AT L U S e M2 p HRE S8 B, AR T FPA HR B R g8 T I JOX — N 2 A SCK A
KADXS p FEAT B & N B, 5 o FPA Sk AT E AT R 1%

P=Pmin T Pmax—Pmin)x(Max_iter—t)/Max_iter) (11)

HoA Prnaxs Pmin 7392 p IR RAB (A SCHL 0.9)FiR AIME (AR SCHL 0.2),Max_iter 72 RIERIRELr 72 AT AR EL

A bk 2 2L A B (R AR w78 BV IR AT A, A8 5« AL/, U e AR R 3R p IR BB 50K, vk
SR [F) T AE 4R (2 R4 ), A SRR e N T AL 5 U, A8 S ¢ (R BR SRR R, B HEBE 2 p 1) (i R SRe /N ) 092 B A1 )
T AR (RS R). LR EE p (0 EE RN R N, 58 T8 G SOt AR e B 1 2 R i R AR i R 2 )
V14 T 2 I R, AT B )T v A ) A R Ak e
3.4 MIFPARZHIBH ML 74

AT ISR A SRV R AT VAN TR M S M e, A SCAE S5 283 19 AN R B b T LA 5 T AT SE R
b5 43 4.

(1) fERIBR T s

(2) HEM4EEY AT

(3)  HIEME A SICE 4 HT

(4) Friedman 5 Wilcoxon £ 5;

(5) IBATHSIAI LA T

9T K MIFPA BUETEMERE R B BABRIIRF, ATBR T 554 FPA BUEX LLAL R H 5 R 276 %
2] PSO(heterogeneous comprehensive learning particle swarm optimization with enhanced exploration and
exploitation, i # HCLPSO)& kR4, LT £ FhEEAs 7 S ms B2 5 11 22 73 AL B (differential evolution with multi-
population based ensemble of mutation strategies,f## MPEDE)®), fil A\ oK 3 I [ 5 =1 S WS ) FPA 532 (elite
opposition-based flower pollination algorithm,&# EOQFPA)' FI AT~ X 2 SIHLHI ) FPA 332 (modified
generalised oppsition-based flower pollination algorithm, & # MGOFPA)! 143 il M _E3& J1L4>J7 I #E 47 L e 29 #r.
3.4.1  fEEEXS B

N T BSIE A SRR B AR O I ARSI M B 1k R BN TR S e O, e E A ) o 2 ) A TS D T gk
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SEUG R 25 AR SO AR B B SR AE AN IR R B B AR RIS IAT 30 IR Mean error(CFIMER ).
Std Dev(FrifE J7 22). S0 1) Hodth 2 5015 B R FoE N B n=50; BB 4E 3 D=30 25, 4; 5 P4 R ECA 10000xD; 5 #ie

s p=0.8[5,26—29].

TR S I AL RE 048 2~ 2 I BVt A SO P A 0 R B8 K 45 2R 23 50 R AT Wiillcoxon(Ja
IRBF SRR BRI K2 (a=0.05) AT SL 46 70 #7 IR SR L3R 3 e rh 5 5 =™ 20 S 78 MIFPA SR 1A B &

GFF . M T EE T B,

e =N13

=

SXPLESEA G . 1A BRHZE T X LA,

Table 3 Optimal mean error values and standard deviations of the six algorithms (D=30,4)

F3 6 MELEIIOLALEIE R ZE AbRE 2 (D=30,4)

R Mean_errortStd.Dev
A HCLPSO MPEDE EOFPA
fi 2.70E-48+4 43E-48+ 3.41E-42+1.10E-41+ 0.00E+00+0.00E+00~
2 8.18E—-05+9.63E-057 8.05E-28+3.71E-27+ 0.00E+000.00E+00~
f 7.44E+00+4.23E+00t 1.33E-01+7.28E-01 1.51E+01+1.07E+00+
Ja 2.60E-03+1.00E-03+ 8.92E—04+3.09E—041 2.37E-0442.14E-04+
1 9.66E—14+8.33E—147 0.00E+000.00E+00~ 0.00E+000.00E+00~
fo 2.11E-14+5.04E-157 4.44E~15%0.00E+00+ 8.88E—1620.00E+00~
fi 8.22E-04+2.50E-03 % 3.29E-04+1.80E-03 0.00E+00+0.00E+00~
fs 1.57E-3245.57E-487 1.57E-32+5.57E-487 9.17E-28+4.17E-27+
fo 1.35E-32+5.57E-487 1.35E-32+5.57E-487 3.50E-03+1.89E—027
fio 1.40E-08+3.31E-187 1.50E—0442.76E—04+ 9.94E-0542.78E-04+
S 3.21E-0743.24E-16~ 3.21E-0740.00E+00~ 1.36E+00+2.29E+007
fiz 4.06E—05+5.42E—16~ 4.06E—05+0.00E+00~ 5.32E-01£1.62E+007
fis 9.82E-06+7.23E~167 9.82E—-06+4.51E—16~ 3.61E-01£1.37E+007
fia 4.70E+02+2.18E+02} 7.18E-24+3.93E-23% 8.43E+02+1.62E+02+
fis 1.61E+02+1.42E+01+ 1.40E+02+1.07E+01% 0.00E+00+0.00E+00~
fis 5.60E—03+2.36E—027 0.00E+00%0.00E+00~ 0.00E+000.00E+00~
fir 7.01E-14+2 45E—147 0.00E+000.00E+00~ 0.00E+00+0.00E+00~
fis 5.34E+00+4.32E+00t 3.13E+00+1.27E+01+ 2.65E+01%5.50E+01+
fig 2.08E+014+9.64E-021 2.09E+0145.22E-02~ 2.02E+01+2.71E-01%
witl] 12/2/5 9/7/3 10/8/1

Table 3 Optimal mean error values and standard deviations of the six algorithms (D=30,4) (Continued)

F 3 6 MEIRM AL IE R ZEFFRIEZ (D=30,4)(4E)

w5y R MIFPA 5B RI U RA w N REUIE TR LS ek

pRENEEE-d

Mean_errortStd.Dev

MGOFPA

FPA

MIFPA

N
£
S
Ja
S5
Jo
S
5
o
Jio
S
iz
Sfis
Jia
Jis
fie
iz
fis
Jio
wit/l

1.12E-123+2.98E-1231
1.48E-39+4 95E-39+
2.42E+0145.97E-01+%
9.04E-05+6.47E-05+
7.94E-01+1.88E+01+
4.44E~15+0.00E+00%
0.00E+000.00E+00~
6.18E-05+4.33E-05+
5.26E-05+3.60E—-05+
1.40E-08+5.31E—14]
3.21E-07+8.85E-16+
4.06E—05+8.54E—167%
9.82E-06+1.00E-15
6.49E+02+8.58E+01
0.00E+00+0.00E+00~
0.00E+00:0.00E+00=~
5.19E+00+4.57E+007
1.38E+0422.59E+04+
2.10E+01+4.90E-02~
12/4/3

5.54E-08+4.01E-087
2.85E-04+3.29E-04+
2.08E+01+4.41E+00}
1.86E-02+7.00E-03
6.12E+01+9.70E+00}
1.50E+00+7.25E-01+
8.49E-05+1.29E-04+
1.34E-02+3.74E-027
2.09E-05+2.72E-05}
1.40E-08+1.24E-197
3.21E-07+0.00E+00~
4.06E-05+5.42E—-16~
9.82E-06+0.00E+00~
1.17E+03+2.28E+02
1.74E+02+1.04E+017
7.67E-01+1.07E-017
3.60E-07%3.26E-07F
1.52E+02+4.52E+02F
2.10E+01+4.40E-02~
15/4/0

0.00E+00+0.00E+00
0.00E+00+0.00E+00
7.53E-04+9.86E-04
4.87E-06+4.14E-06
0.00E+00+0.00E+00
8.88E-16+0.00E+00
0.00E+00+0.00E+00
1.69E-32+7.26E-34
2.79E-32+1.20E-32
1.40E-08+7.22E-20
3.21E-07+0.00E+00
4.06E-05+4.51E-16
9.82E-06+0.00E+00
5.74E+0249.53E+01

0.00E+00+0.00E+00
0.00E+00+0.00E+00
0.00E+00+0.00E+00
1.75E-01+2.58E-01
2.09E+01+2.77E-01

/=)=

R 3P T 6 MO ELSRVE B A P R 22 SobR o 22, v IR A BB R s % AR K R B A
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BB AT B4 B NER 3 W A5 A (R B B5ORT VP A OB T 2% 4 T MIFPA BUIEAE 19 MR % B3R18 T
12 AT B85 5L, o MIFPA BVE7E 7 AN 4 RS T 4 R s AR 7E 2 AN 8 E3R1G T IRIREE IR .2 3 s
— 17 ¥1 Wilcoxon FkFIAR 36 45 5T DL Wb 5B 7R 8 BT % L 3k i MIFPA S35 R A A 1 B 5 4 EL AR 34 A% B
B RS,
(1) SFRBASRLERNE 1 2508 5 MIFPA 5%k 55 LS L B3 it T 1M i &=,4 MR P 2
ANREIAS T &R R A, SO B s e R AR S AR s DR Bl & R R E N &
Yr A M R 2L £, B MIFPA B Ah 1) A S0V 38 5 L SR 31 Ja B AR /I, 3R A &5 SR A K 3848 T
MIFPA i3 RSSOk FE I 1) 1074, 0 PRI S5 A6, e S Rl oz 3z 6 - X6F Tb 30925, J0 B2 SE AR FPA 51
W5 LT A0 2R 03X 78 43 356 O S0 SR BE 5 T AT B v R A FPA SVE I ARk B
(2) TEEAKERERE AR 2 A 4% 2 KR % B MIFPA Hi%kE5 HCLPSO. EOFPA.
MGOFPA K FPA LA LU, M I BT AL T X L5k, 5 MPEDE EG#, 6 38 M (1 5 A 2, R L2t T
FA FPA BIRTN =, E LB 5 L AR AL BE AN K ERARL R 7840 R A T A TR O eleidk vk e e B 3%
R HE A FPA B3 ARG I
(3) X TZHMYERI 3 K BLMIFPA %5 EOFPA kAR LL B3 3 o 17 MR I i B 72 4 DS
b HAR T 5 B ST 6 HCLPSO. MPEDE Fll FPA 532501 &, R 5 fE R B fi, b b HCLPSO $Li%mg A
b0, T A% PR B A R AR T ks A 2 T LU B 5 MGOFPA L MIFPA fif (1) )5 £ B A0 22 — ik,
(4) TR 4 e 1) 2B m 4k B _E MIFPA 5755 HCLPSO.FPA SiLAH LL LA AR & W &2, 1 1) Ji =&
TP TR L B DU R TE BB f5 AT f16 b MIFPA B35 BEA% 4R 2 B8 S5 U0 AR, 1T % LBV - AR 2 44
5HAR 3 FhEENT HE MIFPA S AR AL 12 8 A 240 T~ BUAH =4 T 6F B 5092 MIFPA 5032 2 it LARE S E 24
FER A A R3S T RN B X R RN T T R R S RO I AR FPA SVATE 48 2R SRS ARV T &
T TAATE IS 2, T B8 3% B I 42 R AL R
(5) FEEE 5 AT WL i T 4 oA BB E B A7 N fig 1 MIFPA S35 HoAth st BU L AH T MIFPA. S92
R 5 B SR DA T R 2 TR LR U X T B3 5, MIFPA SIEHIIL S TE R, B AR B 42 R
e e, 1T Fo At 5 ot LU BE TE 3R A5 42 R B AL AR 6 Pt L BBVETE AR Ak B 85 0 B MIFPA SRAF R M & 5
MPEDE. MGOFPA #l FPA ByEAH Y (H 2 T HARPIFI % i ER AT A1EMIFPA ik 5 H REVERT L,
T A SR AA G2 )
T HERAN EAHFRET MIFPA SR A 5 B i T 5 LR I 4 JRAR T 6 FhBLVETE 38 49 3 kR 40
AR EAE T E TR

-7
x10

+
-+
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+
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Fig.4 Anova analyses of global minimum for six algorithms on test functions
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H1 18] 4 TR MIFPA SE3%4E P> ok b ROWSCSIORS BE AT 1 PSSR L 4l R R A A s B B RCBIORS 2 S A
EOFPA 532 24,6 MIFPA S35 1% bR b 0 SRARERS 32 68 25 M D0 T Jons BB JU R X T e 4K £3,MIFPA B
AR BN I T IR T S A0 A, AR (0K P2 L LRI 5 Ffoxed b B2 B X R W MITFPA. B35 LA AR e AR AL 8
PERE, IIE 13 3 P RJSRIR IR,

IR IR S SN [0 o B3R AT X bl S, S e 45 S 2 B - MIFPA BVE B A R I s se /0, 2 2 th 2
f U FPA SRV AR I o, AN OUE 5 fiff D AR 4 (v 7, 1 LA 38 T e A v 4 A2 4% 1) L.

342 BFIEMYEREY RS T

X T ARSI 5 R A AR RE 2 BE A Tl 4 2 P 48 I T AR 9 7 360IE MIFPA S92 7E e 4 B[R]
A RIFHFICRE S, AN 2 BN Yk I E AT A Dk R R 48 2 vh D=30 9™ i 21| D=50 Fil D=100: 1 5 5Li% ) HoAh
ZHBE S BT, BOPFAL X ECN 10000xD, £ T A B 50 L B A SR STIEAT 30 U0 KA 3 e 4k 2R 5L
R4 P2 BN RS 5 3 288 bR st AT I

RAGIH T 6 MBI D=50 N AIOLALEE RN 78 2 1 xS REE AT X0 bL X S 06 45 SR M A
FEREAT T Ge itk 5.

Table 4 Optimal mean error values and standard deviations of the six algorithms (D=50)

R4 o MEIERI AL IE R ZE bR 22 (D=50)

Mean_errortStd.Dev

e HCLPSO MPEDE EOFPA

A 7.73E-45+1 30E—44 1.28E-60+7.01E-607 0.00E+00+0.00E+00=~
5 4.80E-02+3 46E-027 3.75E-14+5.18E—14+ 0.00E+000.00E+00~
5 1.06E+01+7.02E+00; 5.32E-01+1.38E+00 3.47E+01£8.15E-01+%
fa 5.80E—03+1.30E—-03 2.30E-03+7.39E—-047 2.92E—04+2.34E—04+
fs 1.46E=09+5.02E-09+ 0.00E+00+0.00E+00~ 0.00E+000.00E+00~
f 4.48E~14+7 83E-15% 7.76E-15+9.01E-167 8.88E—16+0.00E+00~
V) 0.00E+00+0.00E+00~ 7.40E—-04+2.30E—03+ 0.00E+00+0.00E+00~
fi 9.42E—33+2.78E-48} 2.10E—03+1.14E-027 2.08E-27+4.63E-27+
s 1.35E—-3245 57E-48} 1.35E-3245 57E-48} 3.40E-03+5.10E-03+
fia 1.51E+03+6.68E+02 3.26E—21+1.79E-20} 2.55E+03+3 49E+027
fis 2.30E—-02+2.75E-027 0.00E+00+0.00E+00~ 0.00E+00+0.00E+00=~
fis 5.53E-14+7.95E-15+ 7.11E-150.00E+00+ 0.00E+000.00E+00~
fir 1.67E~13+3.32E~14% 4.36E-14+2.45E—147 8.93E—11+4.89E-10%
fis 1.45E+01+8.70E+007 9.31E-01+1.72E+00; 8.21E+0148.76E+01+
fio 2.10E+01+7.00E-02~ 2.11E+01+4.56E-02~ 2.02E+01%1.49E-01}
wit/l 8/2/5 8/3/4 7/7/1

Table 4 Optimal mean error values and standard deviations of the six algorithms (D=50) (Continued)

T4 6 FEVERIR AL I(E R 2 A bR UE 22 (D=50)(£L)

RENEEE

Mean_errortStd.Dev

MGOFPA FPA MIFPA
h 1.05E-204+0.00E+00+ 1.24E+08+8.80E-09t 0.00E+00+0.00E+00
f 3.46E-62+9.72E-627 3.02E-014+2.04E-01+ 0.00E+00+0.00E+00
5 4.45E+01£6.96E-01+ 5.54E+01+2.42E+017} 1.72E+01£1.99E+00
Ja 4.93E-05+5.44E-05F 3.92E-02+1.27E-02F 2.62E-06+2.06E—-06
fs 0.00E+00+0.00E+00~ 1.15E+02+1.83E+017 0.00E+00+0.00E+00
Js 4.44E-15+0.00E+001 1.57E+00+5.89E-017 8.88E—16+0.00E+00
S 0.00E+00+0.00E+00~ 9.36E-06+4.49E-057 0.00E+00+0.00E+00
5 9.17E-05+6.55E-057 1.30E-03+5.20E-03 1.28E-32+1.81E-33
o 1.12E-01+1.20E-017 1.13E-05+1.90E-05% 1.10E-03+3.40E-03
Sia 2.12E+03+2.98E+02} 3.01E+03+5.36E+02} 2.13E+03+3.44E+02
Jis 0.00E+00=£0.00E+00~ 3.36E+02+1.40E+01} 0.00E+00+0.00E+00
Jie 3.55E-15+0.00E+001 9.16E-01+4.17E-021 0.00E+00+0.00E+00
fi7 3.19E+01+1.61E+017 1.29E-07+8.96E-081 0.00E+00+0.00E+00
fis 7.37E+05+5.97E+05F 1.27E+02+9.27E+017} 3.74E+01+2.87E+01
fio 2.11E+01+£5.24E-02~ 2.11E+01+3.39E-02~ 2.10E+01+4.07E-01
wit/l 10/4/1 13/1/1 —/=/—
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W3R 4 HEAT 4 T T S

(1) 1E 15 & 4Ek % E MIFPA. HCLPSO. MPEDE. EOFPA. MGOFPA 1 FPA 59543 HIEUE 9 4. 4
AN SAN 8N 3 AV 0 MRS R, H MIFPA FIEH 7 ANREGRS £ R B2 AN RBERE IR
DL

(2) MK 4 )5 AT LLEMHE TR 15 DR MIFPA HiE5 50 8 A~ 8 ANAT 13 AN BRI SLLG
i R4 LT HCLPSO. MPEDE 1 FPA B3, H 2 4~ 3 AN 1 MBI i 4 R 5 HCLPSO.
MPEDE Al FPA SHiEAH4 6 54 4 AT 1 A0 25 45 538 (5T HCLPSO. MPEDE Al FPA H
25 MIFPA S3505 A 74> 10 AR K SEBe 45 SR 4 T EOFPA Fll MGOFPA 535,47 11>, 1 MER#L
5 WA % T EOFPA Fl MGOFPA S35, 7 1.4 MR UK SEB0 45 2R 5 EOFPA 1 MGOFPA Sk AH 2.

TR MIFPA BVETETE S 4E 4 B R B A R AF 1R AL AR /0, ML IRSE S0 I R E 100 4E B XS

MIFPA 53k AR AL 1 RE AT 36 0IE. H T4 R T B 1b Ok se By IR 48 fi~fo HE 9 AN R0k AT Wk, e 523 45 SR L3¢ 5.
Table 5 Optimal mean error values and standard deviations of the six algorithms (D=100)
5 6 PPEERIR A I E 1R 25 AR HEZE(D=100)

Mean_errortStd.Dev

R NEEE 3

HCLPSO MPEDE EOFPA
fi 6.34E-3642.60E-357 1.40E-78+2.67E-78% 0.00E+00+0.00E+00~
5 1.59E+01+6.43E+00% 7.70E-07+6.44E-07+ 0.00E+000.00E+00~
e 1.85E+01+7.79E+00% 6.03E+00£5.63E+00% 8.25E+01+7.30E-017
fa 1.35E-0242.60E-03+ 5.10E-03+1.30E-03 9.54E—05+5.60E-05
fs 3.32E-02+1.82E-017 1.66E-01+4.59E-01+ 0.00E+00+0.00E+00~
Jo 1.16E~13+1.14E-14+ 3.85E-01+5.20E-017 8.88E~16+0.00E+00~
S 0.00E+00+0.00E+00~ 8.21E—04+3.20E-03 0.00E+00+0.00E+00~
5 4,71E-33+1.39E-48% 1.45E-0242.41E-02+ 3.89E-24+1.59E-23+
f 1.35E-3242.25E-34] 1.50E-03+3.80E-03+ 5.50E-03+6.90E-03
wit/l 5/1/3 8/0/1 4/5/0

Table 5 Optimal mean error values and standard deviations of the six algorithms (D=100) (Continued)

F5 6 MEIEM A IE 2 FFRUEZ (D=100)(£E)

Mean_errortStd.Dev

HRRH MGOFPA FPA MIFPA
h 0.00E+00+0.00E+00~ 1.71E-10+9.77E-11} 0.00E+00+0.00E+00
f 2.50E-98+1.37E-977 2.01E+01+7.45E+00F 0.00E+00+0.00E+00
5 9.44E+01+7.03E-017 1.62E+02+4.73E+017 7.47E+01+1.13E+00
fa 1.59E-05+1.16E-057F 1.48E-01+3.36E-027 1.31E-06+1.24E-06
fs 0.00E+00+0.00E+00~ 1.93E+02+3.49E+017 0.00E+00+0.00E+00
fs 4.44E—-15+0.00E+00t 5.87E-01+6.68E-01+ 8.88E-16+0.00E+00
/7 0.00E+00+0.00E+00~ 2.47E-04+1.40E-037 0.00E+00+0.00E+00
/s 2.77E-04+2.45E-041 5.20E-03+1.43E-021 1.94E-31+9.84E-31
o 1.58E+00+1.38E+007 1.10E-03+3.10E-03% 4.00E-03+8.90E-03
w/t/l 6/3/0 8/0/1 —/—/—

MF 5 B — 4T LLE HMIFPA B2 (U SLRE J17E 100 4B 550k LB B LR 38 R RE B AR 58 i e L 2
MIFPA 555 FPA SIEA L, H A R RALRE I IR AR B3, R A E 8 o LRI T FPA BE M 7EH R 8 MR
B b TR RMIIE R ZE IR EZE F BT FPA 5035, MIFPA S35 AR M BT B RIS LT
FPA k. [R]ISf A3 4 FI5E 5 A A1:MIPFA £ 100 4E_ERIRAGRE DT S5 7E 50 4 FAH HRL HARA I 1R 22 FIbR e 22 48
A /N IX R B MIFPA. B AN 2 g N 4k S HE 7] 7.

Rl 6,78 D=50,100 |, TG i A2 7E BLAR A 1) 4E bR 250100 2 78 53 2% iy 2 2 4 45 BB 4 MIFPA. VR4 F- 5 Eb
HL I HEUR 7 3B 5 NS (U040 280 R U I ot SV A v o bR B R R B B H AR A B8 7,5 % LR AR A L
AAEREMFEST].

3.4.3 BRI S BE T EE 3
R T A MIFPA 53925 P 8 4 A R UAC 6030 8 F e e o 8 e i A0 A S35 34T % Bl 43 A A S 36 o X T
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AT DN BR800 B — B B R, 45 SR I3 AT VRS OB T 10000xD YIS 3 38047 32 31 45 5 I ACSIORS
B, TN S8 A IR A BTl He AR SR B0 S B B 5 56 3.4.1 19 AH [6), 76 T A R 480 L A P SR A ST E AT 30 U038
AT T % SR=48 B FE A 1 KB B (I8 4T I B Mean_FEs J9~F 353l B0 e b S NA» R 7R AR ), e A 4
RTINS SR 45 R L3R 6.

Table 6 Algorithms’ results of mean number of FEs and success rate of optimization under predefined precision

6 AR TR LT SIE I BB BT 2B S T 3

Mean_Fes (SR%)

B 2 A1 HCLPSO MPEDE EOFPA
f 1.00E-08 1.45E+05(100) 7 36E-+04(100) 3.72E+04(100)
) 2.00E-04 2.81E+05(93.33) 8.48E+04(100) 2.02E+04(100)
5 2.00E+01 2.10E+05(96.67) 1.01E+05(100) 1.34E+05(100)
fa 1.00E-01 7.36E+04(100) 1.07E+04(100) 8.11E+02(100)
£ 1.00E+01 1.32E+05(100) 1.10E+05(100) 1.56E+03(100)
1o 2.00E-08 1.68E+05(100) 1.11E+05(100) 1.99E+04(100)
S 2.00E-03 1.63E+05(83.33) 7.15E+04(90) 3.34E+04(100)
1 2.00E-02 1.01E+05(100) 2.57E+04(100) 2.05E+04(96.67)
fo 1.00E-03 1.16E+05(100) 4.06E+04(100) 1.65E+05(73.33)
fio 1.00E—04 3.49E+04(83.33) 4.00E+04(3.33) 2.54E+04(53.33)
fir 1.00E-01 1.20E+04(100) 1.46E+04(100) 6.65E+03(90)
iz 4.00E-05 1.63E+04(100) 2.08E+04(100) 1.27E+04(76.67)
fis 9.00E-06 1.73E+04(100) 2.34E+04(100) 1.54E+04(76.67)
fia 6.00E+02 1.83E+05(66.67) 2.45E+04(100) 2.97E+05(3.33)
fis 2.00E+02 6.66E+02(100) 1.50E+03(100) 2.74E+02(100)
fis 5.00E-01 1.01E+05(100) 2.78E+04(100) 2.71E+03(100)
fir 3.00E-07 8.92E+04(100) 6.64E+04(100) 7.56E+04(100)
fis 3.00E+01 1.46E+05(100) 8.97E+04(96.67) 1.47E+05(90)
fio 2.10E+01 1.34E+05(100) 1.13E+05(90) 3.70E+04(100)
Total aver - 1.12E+05(95.96) 5.53E+04(93.68) 5.54E+04 (87.36)
Total rank 2 5(2) 2(3) 3(4)
Table 6 Algorithms’ results of mean number of FEs and success rate of optimization
under predefined precision (Continued)
6 R A BT SR BR Bl BT M 2 TR F (5
S . Mean Fes (SR%)
e Bl MGOFPA FPA MIFPA
h 1.00E-08 3.00E+04(100) NA 1.53E+03(100)
5 2.00E-04 5.33E+04(100) 2.90E+05(60) 9.16E+02(100)
£ 2.00E+01 NA 2.66E+05(40) 1.13E+05(100)
fi 1.00E-01 4.67E+03(100) 6.27E+04(100) 2.48E+02(100)
£ 1.00E+01 5.70E+04(100) NA 2.17E+02(100)
Js 2.00E-08 4.44E+04(100) NA 2.64E+03(100)
Vi 2.00E-03 2.07E+04(100) 2.24E+05(96.67) 7.67E+02(100)
fi 2.00E-02 1.03E+05(100) 2.35E+05(83.33) 1.71E+04(100)
fo 1.00E-03 3.00E+05(3.33) 2.53E+05(100) 8.85E+04(100)
Jio 1.00E-04 3.68E+04(36.67) 5.34E+04(100) 1.78E+04(100)
S 1.00E-01 1.98E+04(100) 2.19E+04(100) 1.29E+04(100)
fi2 4.00E-05 NA 5.00E+04(100) 3.16E+04(100)
fis 9.00E-06 NA 6.01 E+04(100) 3.76E+04(100)
fia 6.00E+02 2.54E+05(43.33) 2.99E+05(3.33) 2.04E+05(63.33)
fis 2.00E+02 1.34E+03(100) 1.04E+05(100) 1.49E+02(100)
fie 5.00E-01 1.16E+04(100) NA 4.17E+02(100)
fir 3.00E-07 NA 2.93E+05(66.67) 1.49E+05(100)
fis 3.00E+01 NA 2.76E+05(46.67) 1.49E+05(100)
fio 2.10E+01 1.03E+05(90) 1.36E+05(86.67) 1.64E+05(66.67)
Total aver - 1.06E+05(61.75) 2.01E+05(62.28) 5.22E+04(96.32)
Total rank - 4(6) 6(5) 1(1)
M 6 AT A

(1) FE5 128 4 AN 2 4E sl B b 3 F R 4L Th % MIFPA. HCLPSO. MPEDE. EOFPA. MGOFPA
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FFPA EIEDRIZRIE T 4 . 20 440, 4400 3AH T AR B,IX R B MIFPA ik & Mk
#F HCLPSO. MGOFPA fll FPA 515,55 MPEDE. EOFPA H5iEAH 24, {H MIFPA )3 ¥EAd I H it
F MPEDE. EOFPA 5355t T T A5 Yk $, MIFPA 5095:3K75 1 3 ANt 45 % MPEDE ik H 48
1A B g TR AR B8 A B O 45 S TR L 7 5 1 2R PR B0 b, AR ST vk ) W A0 B S e, gk — 25
BOAUF T A SC ) SO FE T R A A AR iR FPA BVE R ISIUR 1
(2)  WTHE 2 Fm 4 2 A oR B MIFPA A TE T B4 E RS A7 iy, BS-00 B o 2600 T HoAth ot b ARk
[FJ I, MIFPA 5095 7 24 $F- il U B0t 1 T oAt 3ot bl 8032 B b, A S 380 95 7 I 8% R 0 g 68 e e A 4
R LA — 2 HIL
(3) WTEE 3 KM 4 MEYEZ IER B MIFPA HE K RN 2 5 5 A FPA BEAH 2 (AL T HoAth 4 Floxt
b SRR 0TS P4 vk MIFPA. S0E 47 T MGOFPA. FPA #.3%,'5 MPEDE #3%-F 2 #Kk (4 (R 2
T IHABF AN I R TR RS 3 SRR B, AR SRR IR B MR R S Bt B 92 B, L AL S
T MGOFPA. FPA 3%, 5 MPEDE AH 4, {H B 33h i, T HoAh 3 M 40255
(4) XTH 4 SR I 2 A A T 4 2R B MIFPA S35k (11 S 0PAd VR BOR S R Th R #8490 F EOFPA.
MGOFPA il FPA %} b 5% 5 HCLPSO Ml MPEDE 577241 Et , MIFPA L3745 B fis A fi6 L HOF 1
il R EUE 35 H iF T HCLPSO A1 MPEDE 032, [A] I, 3 Fh BV 7E X P A B 4 1 10 T8 B 28 40 24, % T
BRI EK f14,MIFPA B35 1) $5) VP Al O BORN TR s T #6411 idb 2T HCLPSO F1 MPEDE ik A b, fE 5 4
28 BRI B b AR SR IR B PR AT SR RS S X L B A L B — e R T
(5) XFFEE 5 AR MR (1 = 4E B B MIFPA B3 (1P S0 A ORI 508 s Bh 28 4B T MGOFPA 1 FPA
X HCEE; 5 EOFPA Sy A LU, 9 35 1 SO0 BT B 2, EL A ST B0 1) ~F 35 VP il R B0 22 T 5 LRV
55 AR WD S L MIFPA. S92 1) ~F 350 VAl U BORH S0 B T R R AR b €6 5 L SV,
M 6 FIEES 2 47 T LU H: 3R FPA B0 1973 SR BTN 3 R G 62.28%; (HIdE T %] B4 FPA BE M4 R
W& 95 fARH L 3 2R AT Bk 5 MIFPA. IS T 28 1] 96.32%, X /2 FE A FPA HIVERIh 21 1.54 £ 5 HAh
4 FhELEALE, SRR £ 0.36 N 20 ALK I MIFPA. 550925 - 4 M Bt o [ B 76 5 0 P 2 VA v 8 L,
MIFPA 532 1) S 36 45 T 2 f 0 1), e FL R 0 25 7R FPA S350 & MIFPA H3k 8 1P 34 VPl I B v 7 s 1 4
i X UESE T MIFPA B2 W S B =2 P A B2 v s (LAY TR B, AR 6 i Ji5 — A7 T A S v ) Wi Skt R A
ERMEHEA S LRSI R IR H.
MIFPA 57152 Fif DL RS 4% B8 w5 38 2 300 B8 DR DR 16 SV R s A I U, B o5 AP 3 2R 0 R O AN I 4 /8 5
1 R BN TSR M A AR FPA Bk d i A SU(S)BENL ™ A= — B AN 1 Sk i RA R K E B 2%, 77 A
A TR AT R 2 A, 3 B R 048 2R B0 o, T FRAK T B IR SICE B 6T MIFPA 532500 5, 7F
JRERAR R Ao R T s A 2R S (SR A A 52 g A A 51 3 AR R TR v o R AR 30, A T
B TR mEEE R E R,
T HEIRA. BRI R MIFPA Bk 10508 M R SOs B2 4 T- s B R0, I/ S 45 T3 4 R B e 8
28 B T3 T 20 Bt S92k R AL Sl 35 3 B e 3K B A1 3 B FE B X T LA 10 AR IR 5
MBS AT LLE H MIFPA BETE 4 AN BRE b IS SIcE 5 #0225 M AR T 25 A% FPA S8 X L RVE 6 T BR 4K f1s,
MIFPA SLE7E AL 4] 138 23 5 #18F HCLPSO. MPEDE A EOFPA £i% {HRHE it 1T HCLPSO.
MPEDE 1 EOFPA 5%, WL T3 3 (45 3R M 5 HAR F2AH b MIFPA SIETE R 3L fig b ROUCSIGH B 1A 5
TGTE R A 3 AN RS B MIFPA 3% (145 22 50 B A B PR T J A X b A3, i AN IEL S Rl 2600, G AT S0 P e 1
Yo b AR R ok ik — P AEIE TR 3 SRR g R
6 F AP A3 L T IR B B L RSB 4T 30 W B AR A T B AT 1L R P 6 FT LA HE :MIFPA &
5 I I I R T At ke b RV R R BT A TR AR 1R g 30 kL TR bt 3 — 2 3% B MIFPA B35 1) 8 4 12 2 T
N LRV Fp B B 1)t B R ON L BGIE T AR SO HE A ot SRR R AT 2 AU,
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Fig.5 Convergence curve of fitness value for six algorithms on partial functions
K5 6 Pl Bk £ 0 ok 5 Ao IV (i WA S it 2
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Fig.6 Comparison of optimal fitness value for six algorithms on partial functions
6 6 FhSEIRAE H 7y B A b A B I N A PR AL
3.4.4 Friedman K Wilcoxon #3877 %

N TR A B U0 B A B LA PR AR S0z T R A G T T 00t SIS RE AT B A0 B )
.2 7 FIZE 8 2T A B HITE 19 AN BB E D=30 51 4,3 fio~f15 NIRLEREO R 15 A s (45 D=50)
¥ Friedman 55525 A Rankings PME B/, B2 I RAL HE BB A0, HE 2 B SE AT R 7 A1 8 W LLE H:
MIFPA 535 [ 8k #5118 (rankings) 73 Bl A& 2.62 F 2.45 52 BT A Bk /ML HL FPA SRR ISME 2 5/ 2.52
3.02.1X & W], MIFPA 5L AR A R fie /& 1 FPA SEIE R TERE X T oAt 4 M S50 5, MIFPA 55925 B Bk 4 7333
Z/BF/D 0.35 A1 0.30. K, MIFPA 535 T0 18 =2 TEARYEIE /2 i 4k i 480, S I Be 82 R 4 1), S5 % BL ARV A L
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MIFPA 5332 BAT I 564 77,3 38k — AR W] 1 AR SCH 1) 5t s o8 A7 ALK

Table 7 Average rankings achieved by Friedman test ~ Table 8 Average rankings achieved by Friedman test

for the six algorithms (D=30,4) for the six algorithms (D=50)
RT 6 FHELIEI Friedman BRI A K(D=30,4) T8 6 FELILM Friedman Bk H AL H:(D=50)
ik Rankings ik Rankings
MIFPA 2.62 MIFPA 2.45
HCLPSO 3.61 HCLPSO 3.61
MPEDE 2.99 MPEDE 2.78
EOFPA 2.97 EOFPA 2.75
MGOFPA 3.66 MGOFPA 3.94
FPA 5.14 FPA 5.47

N T IR 2 T 25 R R T B3 AR S T Wilcoxon K636 %6 S 48 B BEAT SR 4T 38 9 Ak 10 4 iR
6 FHEVETE 19 N EREU(4EEL D=30 B 4, R4 f1o~f1s IIRLERRE) A 15 A R4S D=50) 1) Wilcoxon K364 5.
2 9 F138 10 W A0 7 B 2 1 7K °F ¢=0.05 A, S48 MIFPA 5 MPEDE.EOFPA 535 () & 3% 14 22 5% /N T a,{H MIFPA
R RIRRIEHE T ZE T T MPEDE. EOFPA B35 T HAh 3 Fh &AM 5,5 MIFPA Bk 1) B 35 1 2 R BN
BIXE— PR T MIFPA SIS BEAL T 5 L Sk IS 7B X R E FPA SR R kNS . i
RHNF AT OO, BR A St = FPA HVEIFLAR

Table 9 Wilcoxon test between MIFPA Table 10 Wilcoxon test between MIFPA
and other five algorithms (D=30,4) and other five algorithms (D=50)
&9 MIFPA 5JAlh 5 FhiIAR) <10 MIFPA 5H At 5 FhEER
Wilcoxon #538(D=30,4) Wilcoxon #&36:(D=50)

MIFPA vs. p-values MIFPA vs. p-values
HCLPSO 1.30E-18 HCLPSO 1.14E-15
MPEDE 8.39E-01 MPEDE 1.33E-01
EOFPA 1.05E-01 EOFPA 1.12E-01
MGOFPA 1.16E-14 MGOFPA 442E-15

FPA 1.57E-68 FPA 2.47E-52

3.4.5 BIERISATINA EL L A
7 TEE IR UEEE 2.5 1 R A ERAR A0 BT 45 B AR A SREG A BE X MIFPA B2 I I (] 55 2 8 R AT B e,
TESHM R E 55 3.4.1 WHELRRGR AR 11,12 MT ZEMEEERE RS L CPU E1T I | &
BIFIME. A 11 (5 JE —47 T U H:© FPA BIE M MT HE MIFPA BEZ 1.37s,500F T IR B BT 1 1E
WaPE, MUl 5 FPA BL¥E%T H MIFPA BATERESE 41, MIFPA BLVEN) MT 182 L AN HL B K — 2 R
CPU & AT [ I [A] B — & (HATY7E BT 7K 52 1A 38 Bl N 3 R Ry, 7 53K R ESOUT A YR 80 TR 01 6, 6 Ath 4 o B
FOERER L L MIFPA B3%:/0 M BIRsee 45 v DUE i, IR 3R 2 2 IE A 1.
Table 11  Average CPU run time of six algorithms on functions
R 1L 6 FEVAIERE P CPU IB AT )
MK %  HCLPSO/s MPEDE/s EOFPA/s MGOFPA/s FPA/s MIFPA/s

A 11.75 4.44 5.24 4.49 9.64 9.38
5 22.90 33.10 15.94 15.65 20.27 20.23
f 13.05 9.41 6.98 6.30 12.49 9.82
fa 13.39 7.89 6.85 6.08 11.09 8.93
/s 14.10 7.44 6.67 7.03 10.66 12.82
fo 13.12 8.75 7.78 6.33 11.71 12.17
f 12.77 7.35 6.52 5.51 11.61 10.45
1 16.52 23.08 10.41 9.48 15.27 13.67
fo 16.39 17.11 10.34 9.80 15.08 13.47
fio 0.50 0.96 8.80 4.90 11.46 7.89
fi 0.74 1.91 10.66 6.78 12.29 9.87
fi2 0.83 2.23 11.36 7.56 12.84 10.52
fi3 0.99 2.52 12.33 8.38 14.02 11.48
MT 10.54 9.71 9.22 7.56 12.96 11.59
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35 AEIREEHFPAB R MR DR
MIFPA BE%T FPA BEHEAT T 4 N5 T B 0k A 4 R #3039 7 P BE LA R I 22 5 R il ol —
AN A 136 iR 25 R D) i 5 19 2 S L 1 5 JR) S 45 8 4 R AT PSR 5 T L A A A R T AR BE BB R
DR 73 95 M R AT D538 . D T B IR I S 5k SRS 23 0T R FPA BV I VE R T 280K FRATT 40 ) 3 224 55 s
ANFFEAR FPA Sk I LR SER R SEME X A FPA S303k (6 1k Ak E5odh 4 SR, AN T 358 1A1E W 3 4 S5 s 1 25 )
R A R 7 9 ek 1¥) FPA B350
IGFPA:TEHE AR FPA Bk 1 4 o 48 2 B0/ 8 7 7 28 BE LA AR 1) 22 Ok e 5t I TR BV
ILFPA: XS 5 A FPA SE3% 10 = B0 48 2% 3 73 e8edt J AR B0
IPFPA R I [ 38 17 4 38 5 e E R ) FPA B3,
CFPA: Rl A 5% e 8019 2R A 1 /¥ FPA 533,
MIFPA: 5| 3 13 it 47 50k SR (Y] FPA 533,
FESELS T BAERR A AR 3.4.1 RN S H B LI s R K 12,00 RPTF WA R 2 A
& bR A 22 G 1 Bk LM R TR A
Table 12 Optimal mean error values and standard deviations with different strategies

12 A A B AL M R 22 AR 22

Wt R 2 BREEELD FPA IGFPA ILFPA IPFPA CFPA MIFPA

Mean_error 5.54E-08 5.46E-19 2.59E-11 3.45E-07 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00

h Std.Dev 4.01E-08 4.51E-19 3.15E-11 3.41E-07 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00
Rank 4 2 3 5 1 1

Mean_error 2.85E-04 8.24E-05 9.83E-05 1.96E—04 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00

5 Std.Dev 3.29E-04 5.75E-05 1.19E-04 3.57E-04 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00
Rank 5 2 3 4 1 1

Mean_error 2.08E+01 1.69E+01 2.06E+01 2.04E+01 2.59E+01 7.53E-04

5 Std.Dev 4.41E+00 3.83E+00 1.15E+01 3.92E+00 3.04E-01 9.86E—-04
Rank 5 2 4 3 6 1

Mean_error 1.86E-02 1.23E-02 1.25E-02 1.28E-02 4.67E-06 | 4.87E-06

fa Std.Dev 7.00E-03 4.30E-03 5.70E-03 4.00E-03 425E-06 | 4.14E-06
Rank 6 3 4 5 1 2

Mean_error 6.12E+01 7.15E+01 5.74+01 7.89E+01 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00

f Std.Dev 9.70E+00 1.50E+01 8.86E+00 1.21E+01 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00
Rank 3 4 2 5 1 1

Mean_error 1.50E+00 | 4.55E—05 5.06E-01 1.14E+00 8.88E-16 8.88E-16

Js Std.Dev 7.25E-01 9.53E-05 6.77E-01 9.53E-01 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00
Rank 5 2 3 4 I 1

Mean_error 8.49E-05 1.27E-04 | 2.01E-02 1.80E-03 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00

fr Std.Dev 1.29E-04 2.51E-04 | 2.12E-02 2.90E-03 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00
Rank 2 3 5 4 1 1

Mean_error 1.34E-02 | 2.79E-06 1.05E-07 8.30E-03 6.86E-07 1.69E-32

£ Std.Dev 3.74E-02 7.09E-06 | 5.72E-07 1.68E—02 5.01E-07 7.26E-34
Rank 6 4 2 5 3 1

Mean_error 2.09E-05 3.73E-13 4.00E-03 4.43E-05 1.76E+00 | 2.79E-32

fo Std.Dev 2.72E-05 5.42E-13 5.40E-03 6.95E-05 1.41E+00 1.20E-32
Rank 3 2 5 4 6 1

Mean_error 1.40E-08 1.40E-08 1.40E-08 1.40E-08 1.40E-08 1.40E-08

fio Std.Dev 1.24E-19 | 4.16E-17 | 6.36E-20 8.13E-20 4.34E-19 7.22E-20
Rank 4 6 1 3 5 2

Mean_error 3.21E-07 3.21E-07 3.21E-07 3.21E-07 3.21E-07 3.21E-07

i Std.Dev 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 | 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 6.73E-16 0.00E+00
Rank 1 1 1 1 2 1

Mean_error 4.06E-05 4.06E-05 | 4.06E-05 4.06E-05 4.06E-05 4.06E-05

iz Std.Dev 5.42E-16 6.73E-16 | 0.00E+00 4.51E-16 451E-16 | 4.51E-16
Rank 3 4 1 2 2 2

Mean_error 9.82E-06 9.82E-06 | 9.82E-06 9.82E-06~ | 9.82E—06 9.82E-06

Jis Std.Dev 0.00E+00 3.24E-16 7.23E-16 0.00E+00 8.54E-16 0.00E+00
Rank 1 2 3 1 4 1
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Table 12 Optimal mean error values and standard deviations with different strategies (Continued)

R 12 ANFEI WG B AL A SR R 22 R bR v 22 (48)

00X o 4 LARGEEL FPA IGFPA ILFPA IPFPA CFPA MIFPA

Mean_error 1.17E+03 1.12E+03 8.92E+02 1.12E+03 5.70E+02 5.74E+02

fia Std.Dev 2.28E+02 2.71E+02 1.90E+02 2.50E+02 1.01E+02 9.53E+01
Rank 6 5 3 4 1 2

Mean_error 1.74E+02 1.77E+02 1.64E+02 1.75E+02 0.00E+00 0.00E+00

fis Std.Dev 1.04E+01 8.28E+00 1.10E+01 1.20E+01 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
Rank 3 5 2 4 1 1

Mean_error 7.67E-01 1.07E-01 8.40E-01 6.74E-01 0.00E+00 0.00E+00

fie Std.Dev 1.07E-01 4.13E-02 1.27E-01 1.87E-01 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
Rank 4 2 5 3 1 1

Mean_error 3.60E-07 1.33E-14 3.28E-10 3.18E-06 1.83E-01 0.00E+00

Sfir Std.Dev 3.26E-07 2.44E-14 5.74E-10 2.76E-06 3.13E-01 0.00E+00
Rank 4 2 3 5 6 1

Mean_error 1.52E+02 2.88E+01 1.04E+02 6.24E+01 3.65E+04 1.75E-01

Sig Std.Dev 4.52E+02 2.33E+01 1.58E+02 5.25E+01 1.32E+05 2.58E-01
Rank 5 2 4 3 6 1

Mean_error 2.10E+01 2.09E+01 2.10E+01 2.10E+01 2.03E+01 2.09E+01

fio Std.Dev 4.40E-02 5.72E-02 4.15E-02 3.52E-02 3.04E-01 2.77E-01
Rank 6 3 3 4 1 2

Average rank 4.00 2.95 3.11 3.63 2.63 1.26

B Total rank 6 3 4 5 2 1

MF 12 FRRIEEE 2 47 ] 503K FPA BEHUS I Average rank(HE4 P YIBOE N 4.0, 72 T Bk b & K,
XU B AR SCHR I T SOl R A AR 2 FPA BLVEIIMRAL I RETE S FRSUEBLVE R MIFPA BIEIRAR 1)
Average_rank fE 4 1.26,72 5 FhSUdh B mh g /N 0. A ) SR 12 B )G — AT W] BUE H MIFPA 891 Total_rank(R
NPTE BEME R HE ) A DY 1A BITE B, S SCHE 1 ol st SRmE RE 06 1R 1+t A B 10 R, I B 2848 & FPA BVE 1
E LR A

4 FHEEXRRR UCAV TIEMK Ko/

K6 5 IARAR G+ PREE 1) F i 5 2%, e 22 AR ik 4 mh R P v Rk 45 PRI ik 4 DU, 2 IO 2 = Atk T I 1) — A
F LR T ALK 1 L M B A (B v« S 48 ) R 0, T8 A LD v M i s AR Al 4 o B K XU
EFAB R FEZ — FNTEAPTEHR AN 0S5 7E ARG A 5 b, o] DL g To A HLER A B & e X 385247
13 RO B B0k T TG T RN SR T BRI TR A BRI AR A R IST, JE A L PR 38 AP A X B K B, BT A
T NHULE SR 5 3R H 8 5 2% i SR K 4 A0 S8 b 45 30 132 A8 HY A =2 B 5 IR ARHOR 10 B 53 B o A HL Y
AME R, FEFE)H a2, 8T APUIER . WAL 072 E A )7 T AT 457 S B R B Bk . e s X
To NI fo LB IR A 7 42 % 42, A 4 v L AR~ 77 1) S ) 7L

9T B IAE R R S 2% 1 SR bR AR AR A R ) DAL B 0, AR SC R MIFPA. B3R SRt T A AE KK
1T #¥(unmanned combat air vehicle, [ FR UCAV) AT 2% M1 i /8. 75 516 18] iR 1% A 1) R AR i 2 455 28 R FH AR S
F& 1) SO SR AR AR A 1) R AT SR B85 B SRR 45 R A .
4.1 T AHAZEMKKE)RR R F R

To NS B A2 H K1 ) 830 7E 6 2 — 8 IR R A T 3R B — 2% At R A B 28 i 1) (R AN e/ IR e
B AR AL 26 2% A% B P L 42 B 420 A2 i T8 N WL S T BT A s 1 BB IX 33 L g R D ) BT 2 0 19— 2% R 26
ZI B Hb 10 55 55 B 42 IR B SCRT %0, U AR AR R (1 4 B8 DAk 8 b 0 3 B AR AN AT REREA AN, BOTIE AL 28 B
T RIRN i L ) 2 AT s S A 1(12):

min J=9J+(1-9)J, (12)

o, 9e[0,1 12 REFEPERE 5 22 A VR RE 2 18] 1 P41 R AT, A J, 43 ) 3 REFE S5 /IN R M RE VP A 48 A R B S5 /0N 1
PEREVE At 48 br, H B 2 i L 2 N3 AT A R (14) 315
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minJ, = j:w,dz (13)
minJ, =J;w,dl (14)
o w, B w3 ) 2R R B B8 A _EAREAS RO BB AR D BEFEAANT, L RN BB AR KB FEA TSI P w=1.
HTNHEEBRAR L ©AT I S g A a2 :0(15) T B S
w[,LU:LZ'NZ’tk(d} + ! + ! + ! + ! J (15)
0.1,k

5 d:_s,k d(;‘.s,k d(?],k d(i‘),k

Forp Ly ORI i FIAT A Z IR R LT BGN, 2 TE AL AT I m BT T I 11 J2 0 45 KA B
TNES ke A U ST B FE o R T B Ly B 110 Ab 43810 55 05 kA il AT 4 PR S
42 FLWEHERSSH
42.1 MRS HE IR 5 5

R T URAIE A S MG LN UCAV 2R MR 1) BB SR AR 54T 2 R R AR 134 38 14 (s Nk se s 1 An
SR 2 HEAT 923645 2,9t 5 FPA. EOFPAI'Y, MGOFPA!'*, HCLPSO®YHI MPEDER* /42 i 3 47 S 3 X LE 43 HT.
SIS B B A PP EEEUR AR YR B A 30 R 200,6 Fh) Hh v R A S BN B R A 3.4.1 7.

Table 13 Details of test case 1 Table 14 Details of test case 2
F 13 PASEH 1 G R 14 PAASER] 2 1L E B
BEALE R BWE
e TEZT (59,52) 10 9
BEALE B R B (55.80) 9 7
(45,50) 10 2 (2758) 9 3
(12,40) 10 10 5433 9 i
(32,68) 8 1 (24,33)
(36.26) A ) (12,48) 12 1
(55.80) 9 3 (70,65) 7 5
: (70,34) 12 13
(30,70) 10 2

422 LSR5

T SRR RE J1, R B RAE (best)~ ~F35{E (mean) F i 22 B (worst)iX 3 AMPEREFE bRt S AR 4L
RE I EAT FE 4 (o) R 55 1) S B0y B4 2R AR 15, A 4 R kL™ .

T D SRR R 2 R R R AE AR RS EAMSTIEAT 30 IR T TE DU AR IE MIFPA SR AR AL 1t e A
SCEH T 6 PN L BELE N ST 1 FIIASE ] 2 B AN [F4ERE E AR AT L i 7. B8
J7R.

Table 15 Comparison of experimental results of eight algorithms on two test cases

15 8 FPEVALE I MNK S b sk ge 45 R Bl

Wt 5 4 B T RETE bR MIFPA HCLPSO MPEDE FPA EOFPA MGOFPA
Mean 51.349 51.874 51.438 53.468 51.357 53.825

5 best 51.344 51.347 51.344 52.998 51.344 51.555

worst 51.350 55.578 54.072 56.095 51.407 57.543

Mean 50.459 50.633 50.460 52.242 50.466 52.259

10 best 50.459 50.472 50.459 51.341 50.459 50.925

worst 50.460 53.355 50.477 53.413 50.488 54.873

Tk Mean 50.393 51.175 50.395 52.551 50.398 52.264
Sl 1 15 best 50.389 50.500 50.388 51.438 50.388 50.755
worst 50.400 57.820 50.420 53.689 50.418 54.881

Mean 50.407 52.197 50.411 53.379 50.319 52.230

20 best 50.381 50.821 50.373 51.815 50.377 50.637

worst 50.561 56.573 50.588 54.769 50.473 53.451

Mean 50.490 53.845 50.476 54.203 50.673 53.362

25 best 50.380 51.208 50.384 51.593 50.427 50.834

worst 50.549 60.115 50.696 56.765 52.926 57.245
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Table 15 Comparison of experimental results of eight algorithms on two test cases (Continued)

T 15 8 FhEVEAE N MR S b i S 6 &5 SR ) bl (48)

MRSz | 4E% | MEREIEAR | MIFPA | HCLPSO | MPEDE FPA EOFPA | MGOFPA
Mean 50.193 52.107 51.645 54914 51.612 58.625
5 best 50.191 50.198 50.191 51.715 50.191 51.004
worst 50.236 61.136 61.092 62.073 77.094 62.388
Mean 50.870 55.247 52.904 54.012 55.960 59.074
10 best 48.103 48.433 48.093 49.014 48.126 50.016
worst 56.341 63.249 56.746 58.689 60.581 65.031
Mk Mean 49.466 51.170 49.888 52.608 50.005 54.046
%‘% ) 15 best 47.877 48.047 47.862 49.652 47.847 51.646
= worst 50.437 54.608 50.822 54.317 50.835 56.382
Mean 48.634 53.305 48.879 52.520 48.863 54.661
20 best 47.869 48.946 47.827 50.869 47.902 52.286
worst 49.455 66.527 49.619 54.997 49.608 58.528
Mean 48.575 54.384 48.956 53.694 48.968 57.497
25 best 47.924 50.058 47.926 51.538 48.195 53.854
worst 49.109 62.888 50.171 57.937 50.242 61.758
—=— MIFPA —&— HCLPSO ---%--- MPEDE —&— FPA —+— EOFPA MGOFPA W aim @ stat ©  Threat center
100 T T T T — 100
90 4 90+ 4
80 1 80 4
70r 1 70H J
£ E
&1’ 60 B L; 60 B
5 £
= =
g S0 E S 50r E
= -
40+ g 40+ B
30F 1 301 B
20r T 201 B
10O 70 10 70
x coordinate/km x coordinate/km
(a) D=20 (b) D=25
Fig.7 Optimal flight route charts of six algorithms D=20 and D=25 on example 1
B 7 6 FhEVETESEE] 1 L D=20 F1 D=25 [IHA AT AL A
—=— MIFPA —5— HCLPSO ---%--- MPEDE —&— FPA —+— EOFPA MGOFPA sk 2im @ st ©  Threat center
90 ; ; ; ; s : ; ; 90 ; ; ; ; e T ; ;
‘l' \‘
80 1 80 e ¢ o | 1
g \
700 , 70 0 o r ,
KT
g 60 1 g 60 /,-—--~-1.'\ ‘o---" 1
£ g A
__g 50 4 _g 501 o h N 4
= 40t — TN 2T —
e {0 o )
30 — 300 S S
Y
20 1 DT = = b
10 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 10 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
x coordinate/km x coordinate/km
(a) D=20 (b) D=25

Fig.8 Optimal flight route charts of six algorithms D=20 and D=25 on example 2
B8 6 FEVEAFESIH] 2 | D=20 1 D=25 R CATHi Lk K
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NE I AEIEE

e fE D=20 L B FPA fl MGOFPA HiENEfR Rk UCAV [Hl @41, 3 43 BIL AR BS54 Hu fiff ¥ UCAV Fii £k At
el 1r) 7, AT DA TG A AL 250 38 T A 56 Xk

e XTF D=25 1fi 5 ,MIFPA I MPEDE %yAA] 315 R U 1) S0 45 3, Be 8 14 T0 A AHUA Rt e I fa i X ek
T AR L B2 0 A e A T A LA A5k 3 Ml IX sk, 53-8 2R K.

ME 8 AT LA H:MIFPA Lyl fe B M ik UCAV Fi 2R 308l 1] A5, 7T DAASE 6 A LA 205 388 F Jal oy [X 858

H AR 15 AL MIFPA A FU0 M RE# 2 47 T H AR X L BE.

M 15 I LUE H:

(1) FEMHERSER] 1 F:2 D=5,10,15 K , MIFPA BEMITEALEE /1 B ZE T 5 Fhoxd L5524 D=20 B ,MIFPA
SRR A BEZL (51 BOFPA ik (HME 7 T LLE H MIFPA 524k mf LA G (3 T8 A ML 2t
TRETT f& 8 [X 42k, MIFPA 592 1) - DL PE R 2240 T Ho ARk 4 Pt LL B0, 24 D=25 i) MIFPA B3k S e
R 7T MPEDE 83 (HME 7 7T LAE 1 MIFPA it 1 AR HL A8 T8 A KL 25 a8 T 1 6 [X 3,
MIFPA B0 300 M BE B T 4% 4 Bl b vk X R B, AR SOV AE ML LR UCAV MR HLI 1n) A
A TR T B

(2) ML 2 F:MIFPA B LA RE 77 R IRAS T8 9 2% tH MIFPA B3 1) SR e /1 #REAL T3 LBk
X U B, MIFPA BiEf# D UCAV 0] ) e ) B 58,

2F 1 TR, AR SCHE H 0 H BVEAE R UCAV TREMR AL I B AR AL B8 7 R B BB IR T B35 5 7).

5 ZERIE

—J7 T FE TR A B2 — Pl B oo g R SR AL 5%, i T S se Bl R T e H B B & R IR R M E
BT SR~ 467 e S S5 A L AR B B 5 TR S I AR T A T N AE R HL 3 R 7 2 . 1L SR ms A
SR E T TAFAE — N8, S EOL WSO FEAG . W I B 1 N ) 7 s 55 [l A, 34 T 22 o JFE 2 Y 9 Bl 52 31— 5
TR BRI 59— 75 T, 24 /T O I T3 A %5 8 FPA 501 148 R U7 TRAFTE I R X S R IR e il th V8 6 %5
FE& FPA 530K A 002 sUE AL 1) o 0 95 et S0 Ve R R sz ), DL S S e ME =R p SR D I e A 06) B9 R FED 52
FJ A, th 38 A 0 4 e 48 2R T R v 3 P e (I SR s o v e B AT SR A ) AR AT HR R, 9 LU MBS FPA B3k
FARAEIICH AR T, IR R 5 46 FE A

ALK FEA FPA HIL M RIRMSHHT 7 @ i, RIELAZTE 5 2 07 T A B, 295 1 Z 5 0 4 Rk
RE 1N T 32 @ BRI SRR 70, AR SCHR T — P St 1 5 T 2 SR MK I TR 3240 B9 MIFPA: 15 B E & R R 7
FErFOIm N T 20 22 5 0% Bl B Rh Bt 22 BE R, R T By L B0 i T R v B2k 1K SO0 M s L VR B R B
TR AN L 1k 338 R E 2 R T 5 N B = B4 R O AR, S A I R T IR — A B A LR A R R, LA AL
T FE W SR BE 77 5, I P 42 5% R A0S 2R R T 6 A e A 0 25 R AT SO, AT A B B AR I T . 4R
SRR EE ST B .

SRR SRR SRV O A R R AT AT B 2, 78 2 AR BR B B AT IR, S 56 45 R W OR MIFPA Lk 5514
) HCLPSO #11 MPEDE £ i:. #i7 ) EOFPA Fl MGOFPA 5132 L K JEAS ) FPA SLARLL, R R . &k
PRI SATHTEE I T 42 % 5 25 Uy T Ak B8 AR T St b 09 L 0 R R i 59 UCAV Il R A7 SR A, 512 B 45
F U T SR A SR AR 2R 1) S B TRE AR A il S, L AR Ak BB SR BT AR

SI6 &5 TR W AR SCHR H ) MIFPA 53k 50 LR VA A b, L A SR itk Be 0 SRR B R IR s (H AR 6 HH IR iR
B fa B fig BIARAL S5 AT LG H, L B M BT 32 T+ 23 R X R AL, AR U S 8 p BARSRH T H & B 1
WA FETE FRL TR PR R KHE p MBS — KT 0 MBEENLNEEAT L, LABENLIE B4 )5 48 R EE /i E
R IX FEUEAE TR AR A B IR P, I 52 T S0 0 B 1 R L7 A JE B AR L i R 34 p
o B AR J7 s, DA R A8 B SRR SR R TR 2 1 S bR AR AR A 100 R O R Ak, 2 FRATT S S B BT
AIINE.
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