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Abstract

Premature convergence to local optimal solutions is one of the main difficulties when using evo-
lutionary algorithms in real-world optimization problems. To prevent premature convergence and
degeneration phenomenon, this paper proposes a new optimization computation approach, human-
simulated immune evolutionary algorithm (HSIEA). Considering that the premature convergence
problem is due to the lack of diversity in the population, the HSIEA employs the clonal selection
principle of artificial immune system theory to preserve the diversity of solutions for the search pro-
cess. Mathematical descriptions and procedures of the HSIEA are given, and four new evolutionary
operators are formulated which are clone, variation, recombination, and selection. Two benchmark
optimization functions are investigated to demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed HSIEA.
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1. Introduction

Evolutionary algorithms (EAs) are one of the important approaches in stochastic search
techniques with the essential characteristics of parallelism, adaptiveness and randomicity.
However, there are still challenging difficulties when applying EAs to large-scale and complex
real-world optimization problems. One of such difficulties is premature convergence, which
occurs when the population reaches a suboptimal state on which most of the operations are
no longer functional to produce improved offspring [1,2].

Much effort has been made to improve the performance of EAs. Cen [3] and Yang et al. [4]
have proposed a hybrid scheme, in which simulated annealing is employed to help an adap-
tive genetic algorithm escape from local optima and thus prevent premature convergence.
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Meanwhile, the tabu search algorithm was introduced to increase convergence speed. Herrera
et al. [1] presented gradual distributed real-coded genetic algorithms that apply a different
crossover operator to each subpopulation to deal with the premature problem. Using the
concept of information theory, Yeh and Jang [5] and Bhattacharya [6] developed information-
guided evolutionary operators to avoid premature convergence. Other developments in this
area include references [7] and [8].

Among the developments of various EAs, the Mind Evolutionary Algorithm (MEA) [9,10]
was proposed through introducing human-simulated machine learning. It simulates the pro-
cess of human thinking and learning in certain social environments [11]. In spite of these
advances, some shortcomings are also exposed in the applications of the MEA. Because
MEA’s operators amend the individuals of the population randomly, the degeneration phe-
nomenon becomes inevitable. In particular, when solving a complex real-world problem, the
problem’s characteristics, which can help resolve the degeneration and improve the conver-
gence speed, are ignored by the MEA.

Artificial immune system technologies are new developments following artificial neural net-
works and EAs. There have been many successful artificial immune system applications,
especially in the optimization area [12,13]. The clonal selection principle is a basic and im-
portant model in an artificial immune system. Xie et al. [14] incorporated this model into the
MEA to deal with the premature convergence problem. However, detailed understanding of
the clone selection principle with applications in complex real-world optimization problems
are yet to be developed. This motivates the research of this work.

This paper proposes a new optimization computation approach: human-simulated immune
evolutionary algorithm (HSIEA). Similar to the MEA, the HSIEA simulates the evolution
process of human society and makes use of the co-evolution and information-guided mecha-
nism. However, the HSIEA is fundamentally different from the MEA in algorithm architec-
ture and operators. It will be shown that the HSIEA solves the premature and degeneration
problems and outperforms the MEA in computational efficiency.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 formalizes the fundamentals of the HSIEA.
The flowchart of the HSIEA is developed in section 3. Then, two benchmark functions are
investigated to ascertain the good performance of the HSIEA in section 4. Finally, section 5
concludes the paper.

2. Fundamentals of the HSIEA

Investigations into the human intelligence development have revealed that two important
and universal modes exist: similar-taxis and dissimilation. The similar-taxis refers to hu-
man being’s capability of adopting existing technique validated by others to handle various
problems; while the dissimilation describes human being’s prowess in developing innovative
approach from existing ones to deal with unknown fields of the world. These two different
modes interact to each other to drive the progress of human intelligence development. During
this progress, society division and cooperation are also developed with the understanding
that no one will survive and succeed without such an collaborative society environment and
the aims of every person’s study are definite at the same time. From this understanding,
a human-simulated evolutionary computation model can be developed with its mechanism
being illustrated in Fig. 1.
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Figure 1. The Mechanism of the
human-simulated evolutionary al-
gorithm.

As a multi-group-based evolutionary algorithm,
the HSIEA applies the similar-taxis searching
scheme to achieve the local optimal competition.
Two types of similar-taxis searching processes have
been embedded into the HSIEA: individual similar-
taxis and group similar-taxis.

In individual similar-taxis searching, an individual
becomes the winner in a group through local com-
petition, and the winner’s information is recorded in
the local memos. This process is executed repeatedly,
producing a local optimal solution for each group.

In group similar-taxis searching, all groups exchange
information for replenishing knowledge that cannot
be achieved by any group itself. Also, the global
memos will determine the parameter spaces and the
number of iterations for every group in the next iteration. Group similar-taxis will be exe-
cuted when individual similar-taxis meets the terminal condition.

Dissimilation searching is a searching process in which the global solution is selected
from the local optimal solutions produced in the similar-taxis searching. Along with the
operation of the similar-taxis, some individuals produce several temporary groups in course
of searching the whole solution space. If the scores of any temporary group are higher than
those of any mature superior group, the temporary group would replace the superior group
and become a new superior group. Thus, dissimilation searching is a global competition
process.

Mathematically, the HSIEA is formulated as

HSIEA= {Φ, X,M,N,K, f(X), D(Xi, Xj),

O((TC, PC), (TV , PV ), (TR, PR), (TS, PS)), E}, (1)

where Φ is the antigen, i.e., the optimized function for the numerical optimization problem;
X represents the solution space of the optimized function and mathematically is the whole
of the antibodies set {Abi(t)}, Abi(t) indicates the tth time individual; M ∈ I is the number
of initial antibodies (candidates of solutions); N ∈ I is the number of groups with the
highest affinity between the antigen and antibody; K is the number of antibodies in each
groups; f(X) denotes the affinity between the antigen and antibody; D(Xi, Xj) is the affinity
between antibodies Xi and Xj ; O is the operators of the HSIEA; and E is the terminal
criterion; respectively. The four operators of the HSIEA are denoted by (TC , PC) for clone
operator, (TV , PV ) for variation operator, (TR, PR) for recombination operator, and (TS, PS)
for selection operator, respectively.

Definition 1 Antigen-antibody affinity denoted by f(X) is defined as a calculating re-
sult after an antibody is substituted into the antigen Φ. It describes the matching degree of
the optimal solution to the object function.

Definition 2 Antibody-antibody affinity D(Xi, Xj) is a norm between two affinities
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when antibodies Xi and Xj are substituted into the antigen Φ:

D(Xi, Xj) = ‖f(Xi)− f(Xj)‖, (2)

where, ‖ · ‖ represents any norm.

Four evolutionary operators of the HSIEA, i.e., the clone operator, variation operator, re-
combination operator, and selection operator, are respectively described in the following four
definitions. The symbol Tα indicates the correspondingly mapping of respective operators,
the subscript α denotes the operators, t is the time of iteration, Ab means antibody, Pα is a
probability.

Definition 3 The clone operator (TC , PC) is defined as:

TC(X) = [TC(Abi(t)] , i = PC ×K, (3)

PC =
1

σ
√
2π

e
−(x−µ(X))2

2σ2 (4)

where K is the size of an antibody group, µ is the expectation of X, and σ is the standard
deviation selected from Equation (5):

σi =











0.1, if ∆Abi ≥ 0.1;

η∆Abi, if ∆Abi < 0.1,
(5)

where, ∆Abi is the Euclidean distance in the ith dimension between the new winner and the
best winner from older generation; 0 < η < 1 is a constant. Then, the generation after the
clone operation is called Ab

′

i(t) = TC(Abi(t)).

Definition 4 The variation operator (TV , PV ) is defined as:

TV [X ] = [TV (Ab
′

i(t))], i = PV ×K, (6)

PV =











PDH

V (1− PV )
(1−DH ), if Ab

′

i(t) ∈ Abi(t);

0, if Ab
′

i(t) /∈ Abi(t),
(7)

where DH = d(Ab
′

i(t), Ab
∗

i (t)) represents the Hamming Distance of two antibodies. The clone
variation operation with probability PV is carried out on the antibodies generated by the
clone operation. The generation of the population after the variation operation is expressed
by Ab∗i (t) = TV (Ab

′

i(t)).

In order to reserve the information of the original population, the variation operator is only
applied to the new antibodies generated by the clone operation.

Definition 5 The recombination operator (TR, PR) is described as:

TR(X) = [TR(Ab
∗

i (t))], i = PR ×K, (8)
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PR =











> 0, if same numbers 0, 1 in Ab∗i (t) and Ab#i (t);

= 0, else,
(9)

where Ab#i (t) = TR(Ab
∗

i (t)) ∪ TV (Ab
′

i(t)) represents the generation after the recombination
operation.

Definition 6 The selection operator (TS, PS) is described as:

TS(X) = [Ab#i (t) | max f(X) or | min f(X)] (10)

PS =



























1, if f(Ab#i (t)) > f(Abi(t+ 1));

exp (∆f/a), if ∆f ≥ 0 and Ab#i (t) not the best antibody;

0, if ∆f ≥ 0 and Ab#i (t) is the best antibody,

(11)

where ∆f = f(Abi(t+1))−f(Ab#i (t)), a > 0 is a value related to the diversity of the antibody
population. higher the diversity is, the higher the value of a is.

Definition 7 The terminal criterion E is quantitatively described by a limited number
of iterations or the best solution that cannot be improved in a certain number of iterations,
or a combination of both. A termination criterion can be:

| f ∗ − f best |< ε; OR: | f ∗ − f best |< ε | f ∗ |, if 0 <| f ∗ |< 1, (12)

where f ∗ is the optimal value of the objective function; f best is the best value of the objective
function in the current generation.

3. Logic Flow of the HSIEA

From the fundamentals described in the previous section, the logic flow and procedures of
the HSIEA can be developed and are shown in Figure 2.

4. Numerical Experimentation

Two benchmark test functions are investigated in this section to demonstrate the HSIEA:
Michalewicz’s function denoted by f1 and the rotated hyper-ellipsoid function denoted by
f2:

f1=
5
∑

i=1

sin(xi) sin

(

i · x2
i

π

)20

, xi ∈ [0, π], (13)

f2=−
5
∑

i=1





i
∑

j=1

xj





2

, x ∈ [−65.536, 65.536]. (14)
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Figure 2. Flowchart of the HSIEA

For the Michalewicz’s function f1, there are 5! local optima and the global minimum is
f1min = −4.687. The rotated hyper-ellipsoid function f2 has a global minimum f2min = 0 at
xi = 0, i = 1, · · · , 5.

To make comparisons between the HSIEA and MEA, we consider the convergence speed,
the quality of the solution, and the off-line performance [15]: X∗

e (A) = 1
T

∑T
t=1 f

∗

e (Abi(t)),
where f ∗

e (Abi(t)) = best{fe(Ab1(t)), fe(Ab2(t)), · · · ,fe(Abi(t))} is the best object function
value or the best affinity at the tth iteration, T is the number of iterations of the algorithm.
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In our simulations, the initial number of individuals is set to be M = 200. The terminal
number of iterations is 100 generations, and the terminal threshold ε = 0.0001. The number
of successful optimizations is denoted by NTS, and the number of failures is denoted by NTF ,
respectively. We have NTS +NTF = 100.

The results are summarized in Table 1 and Figures 3 and 4. It is seen from these results
that compared with the MEA, the HSIEA not only converges faster but also gives a better
solution and off-line performance for both functions.

Table 1. Results of the HSIEA and MEA (the threshold ǫ = 0.0001).

Test function
MEA HSIEA

Real Solution
NTS NTF Solution NTS NTF Solution

f1 in (13) 0 100 −4.583 86 14 −4.679 −4.687

f2 in (14) 0 100 1.296E+1 97 3 4.979E-10 0
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Figure 3. Optimization of Michalewicz’s function in Equation (13).
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Figure 4. Optimization of the rotated hyper-ellipsoid function in Equation (14).
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5. Conclusion

A new evolutionary algorithm, the HSIEA, has been developed in this paper. The algorithm
inherits the advantages of the MEA method and also introduces the features of the artificial
immune systems. Because of the introduction of the clonal selection principle, the HSIEA
has used several new evolutionary operations such as antigen recognition, clone, variation,
recombination, and selection in comparison with the MEA method. This makes the HSIEA
fundamentally different from the MEA and other evolutionary algorithms. The effectiveness
of the HSIEA approach has been demonstrated through three benchmark functions.

Acknowledgments.

Author G. Xie would like to thank the National Natural Science Foundation of China for
its support under Grant Number 60975032.

References

[1] Herrera, F., Lozano, M.: Gradual Distributed Real-Coded Genetic Algorithms. IEEE Trans.
on Evolutionary Computation 4, 43–63 (2000)

[2] Paszkowicz, W.: Properties of a Genetic Algorithm Extended by a Random Self-Learning
Operator and Asymmetric Mutations: A Convergence Study for a Task of Powder-Pattern
Indexing. Analytica Chimica Acta 566, 81–98 (2006)

[3] Cen, L.: A Hybrid Genetic Algorithm for the Design of FIR Filters with SPoT Coefficients.
Signal Processing 87, 528–540 (2007)

[4] Yang, Z., Tian, Z., Yuan, Z.X.: GSA-based Maximum Likelihood Estimation for Threshold
Vector Error Correction Model. Computational Statistics and Data Analysis 52, 109–120 (2007)

[5] Yeh, C.-W., Jang, S.-S.: The Development of Information Guided Evolution Algorithm for
Global Optimization. Journal of Globle Optimization 36, 517–535 (2006)

[6] Bhattacharya, M.: Exploiting Landscape Information to Avoid Premature Convergence in
Evolutionary Search. In: Proc. IEEE Congress on Evolutionary Computation (CEC 2006),
pp. 560–564. IEEE Press, New York (2006)

[7] Liang, C.H., Chung, C.Y., Wong, K.P., Duan, X.Z.: Parallel Optimal Reactive Power
Flow Based on Cooperative Co-evolutionary Differential Evolution and Power System
Decomposition. IEEE Trans. on Power Systems 22, 249–257 (2007)

[8] Jiao, L.C., Liu, J., Zhong, W.C.: An Organizational Coevolutionary Algorithm for
Classification. IEEE Trans. on Evolutionary Computation 10, 67–80 (2006)

[9] Wang, C, Xie, K.: Convergence of a New Evolutionary Computation Algorithm in Continuous
State Space. Int. J. Computer Math. 79, 27–37(2002)

[10] Xie, K., Qiu, Y., Xie, G.: Convergence Analysis of Mind Evolutionary Algorithm Based on
Functional Analysis. In: Proc. 5th IEEE Int. Conf. on Cognitive Informatics (ICCI 2006) 2,
pp. 707–710. IEEE Press, New York (2006)

[11] Jie, J., Zeng, J.C., Han, C.Z.: An Extended Mind Evolutionary Computation Model for
Optimizations. Appl. Math. and Computation 185, 1038–1049 (2007)

8



[12] Hart, E, Timmis, J.: Application Areas of AIS: The Past, the Present and the Future. Applied
Soft Computing 8, 191–201 (2008)

[13] Yuan, S. F., Chu, F. L.: Fault Diagnosis Based on Support Vector Machines with Parameter
Optimisation by Artificial Immunisation Algorithm. Mechanical Systems and Signal Processing
21, 1318–1330 (2007)

[14] Xie, G., Xu, X.Y., Xie, K.N., Chen, Z.H.: Clone Mind Evolution Algorithm. In: Wang, L. Chen,
K. Ong, Y.S. (eds.) ICNC 2005. LCNS, vol. 3611, pp. 945–950, Springer, Heidelberg (2005)

[15] Digalakis, J.G., Margaritis, K.G.: An Experimental Study of Benchmarking Functions for
Genetic Algorithms. Int. J. Computer Math. 79, 403–416 (2002)

9


