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Abstract: A novel hybrid genetic algorithm for global optimization problems is proposed in this paper. A real-coded
genetic algorithm is addressed. A simplified quadratic interpolation method is then integrated into the genetic algorithm.
The hybrid genetic algorithm is capable of avoiding the premature convergence, improving the global search ability of
the algorithm and the accuracy of the minimum function value, as well as reducing the computational burden. Simulation
results on 23 benchmark problems show that the proposed hybrid genetic algorithm is efficient and effective in comparison

with other existing algorithms.
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Table 1 Comparison of HGA with CEP and FEP for benchmark problem fp; ~ fi3

p BAUE Tk I A SRR W ZE{E St.Dev. MNG  MNFE
HGA 3.18x1071%  236x10712 247x107'2 3.78x107'2  2.60x107'2 600 84653

fo1 0 CEP NA 22x107% NA NA 59x107* 1500 150000
FEP NA 5.7x1074 NA NA 13x107% 1500 150000

HGA 332x107%  1.15x1077  1.13x1077  2.53x1077  1.27x10~7 600 84154

foz 0 CEP NA 2.6x1073 NA NA 1.7x107% 2000 200000
FEP NA 8.1x1073 NA NA 7.7x10~% 2000 200000

HGA 6.79x10713  299x1072 2.09x1072 8.79x107!2 3.64x107'2 600 84040

fos 0 CEP NA 5.0x1072 NA NA 6.6x1072 5000 500000
FEP NA 1.6x1072 NA NA 1.4x1072 5000 500000

HGA  1.10x107%  4.07x107%  3.76x107%  9.66x107%  4.80x1072 600 82701

foa 0 CEP NA 2.0 NA NA 12 5000 500000
FEP NA 0.3 NA NA 0.5 5000 500000

HGA  9.58x10~* 0.8737 0.2532 3.7854 1.92 600 84709
fos 0 CEP NA 6.17 NA NA 13.61 20000 2000000
FEP NA 5.06 NA NA 5.87 20000 2000000

HGA 0 0 0 0 0 260 35222

foe 0 CEP NA 577.76 NA NA 1125.76 1500 150000
FEP NA 0 NA NA 0 1500 150000

HGA 121x1072  191x1072  1.63x1072  3.73x1072  2.02x1072 500 70660

for 0 CEP NA 1.8x1072 NA NA 6.4x107% 3000 300000
FEP NA 7.6x1073 NA NA 2.6x107% 3000 300000

HGA  —12569.5 —12569.5 —12569.5 —12569.4  3.18x1072 600 84730

fos —12569.5 CEP NA —7917.1 NA NA 634.5 9000 900000
FEP NA —12554.5 NA NA 526 9000 900000

HGA 3.75x10712  3.62x107*  145x107  2.61x10710  720x107 500 70396

foo 0 CEP NA 89.0 NA NA 23.1 5000 500000
FEP NA 4.6x1072 NA NA 12x1072 5000 500000

HGA 121x1077  1.14x107%  128x107¢  2.16x107% 131x107% 600 83887

fio 0 CEP NA 9.2 NA NA 2.8 1500 150000
FEP NA 1.8x1072 NA NA 2.1x107% 1500 150000

HGA 897x10712 535x1071  4.64x1071  237x10710  7.64x10711 600 84842

fi1 0 CEP NA 8.6x1072 NA NA 0.12 2000 200000
FEP NA 1.6x1072 NA NA 22x1072 2000 200000

HGA  3.10x107'1  9.05x1071% 353x10710  4.99x107%  1.62x107% 600 84713

fi2 0 CEP NA 1.76 NA NA 2.4 1500 150000
FEP NA 9.2x1076 NA NA 3.6x107% 1500 150000

HGA 207x10710  861x107%  3.70x107°  1.13x107%  2.92x10™7 600 84543

fi3 0 CEP NA 1.4 NA NA 3.7 1500 150000
FEP NA 1.6x10~% NA NA 73x107° 1500 150000




553 44 2 s — PPl SRAR A SR DA 1) 0 PR YR A5 A B9 347
& 2 MK FEHI f1q ~ fa3, HGA 5 CEP #=FEP #914 A Hbig
Table 2 Comparison of HGA with CEP and FEP for benchmark problem f14 ~ fo3
P Bl WAREA I iFE VHIME rhF)E I ZEAE StDev. ~ MNG MNFE
HGA  0.9980038  0.9980038  0.9980038  0.9980038 0 30 3866
f1a 1 CEP NA 1.66 NA NA 1.19 100 10000
FEP NA 1.22 NA NA 0.56 100 10000
HGA  0.00030749  0.00030749  0.00030749  0.00030749 0 200 27606
fis  0.0003075  CEP NA 47x1074 NA NA 3.0x107% 4000 400000
FEP NA 5.0x1074 NA NA 32x107% 4000 400000
HGA —1.0316285 —1.0316285 —1.0316285 —1.0316285 0 15 1724
fie —1.0316285 CEP NA —~1.03 NA NA 49%10~7 100 10000
FEP NA —~1.03 NA NA 49x10~7 100 10000
HGA  0.3978874  0.3978874  0.3978874  0.3978874 0 15 1727
fi7 0.398 CEP NA 0.398 NA NA 1.5%x10=7 100 10000
FEP NA 0.398 NA NA 15x10~7 100 10000
HGA 3.0000 3.0000 3.0000 3.0000 0 12 1505
J18 3 CEP NA 3.0 NA NA 0 100 10000
FEP NA 3.02 NA NA 0.11 100 10000
HGA  —3.9552 —3.9552 —3.9552 —3.9552 0 15 1890
f19 —3.86 CEP NA —3.86 NA NA 14x1072 100 10000
FEP NA —3.86 NA NA 1.4x107° 100 10000
HGA  —3.3220 —3.3220 —3.3220 —3.3220 0 40 5288
f20 —3.32 CEP NA —3.28 NA NA 58x1072 200 20000
FEP NA —3.27 NA NA 59x1072 200 20000
HGA  —10.1532 —10.1532 —~10.1532 —10.1532 0 30 3886
fa1 —10 CEP NA —6.86 NA NA 2.67 100 10000
FEP NA —5.52 NA NA 1.59 100 10000
HGA  —10.4029 —10.4029 —10.4029 —10.4029 0 30 3971
fa2 —10 CEP NA —8.27 NA NA 2.95 100 10000
FEP NA —5.52 NA NA 2.12 100 10000
HGA  —10.5364 —10.5364 —10.5364 —10.5364 0 30 3829
f23 -10 CEP NA —9.10 NA NA 2.92 100 10000
FEP NA —6.57 NA NA 3.14 100 10000
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