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Abstract: Aiming at the problem of the high computational cost of fitness in traditional genetic
algorithms for complex high-dimensional optimization problems, we proposed an improved genetic
algorithm Gamma based on manifold learning and multiple linear regression. The Gamma algorithm
reduced the dimensionality of the population data through manifold learning, and combined AP
clustering with a multiple linear regression model to reduce the calculation times of fitness function
and improve algorithm optimization efficiency. Experimental results show that the Gamma algorithm
achieves optimization results similar to traditional methods with fewer fitness calls in complex
engineering such as the optimization of truss dome structures and multiple classic Benchmark
functions. It has a promising application prospect in handling with complex high-dimensional
optimization problems, effectively enhancing computational efficiency and reducing time costs.

Keywords: genetic algorithm; manifold learning; surrogate model; complex optimization problem

ALk (genetic algorithm, GAD i i A W £ fiff 2= 18] b 2 A 1w 5808 B4 it 56 07 1) 226 A AT 545 e 10
fif. GAZETE —RINRAER R RE, B s g @R, i — 45 g 000 i, MR8 1S

Wi B . 2025-03-28.

FE—IEEE N K Q86— L. WK, WL, BIFFSE O, ISR RRSA L | o HUE AR B LRI A9 A5 . E-mail: zhlei@jlu. edu.
cn. BIEEER A HHMA984—), J, BUK. Bt Bz, WNFEHLEY MR RATIZ . E-mail: hanxiaosong@jlu. edu. cn.

EL2WB. ERAKRBSEES (LS. 623724945 62372209) , 7 M B & 1R #5F & 95 B (LS . 20220201145GX)
R B SRR E GIEHEYS . JGIX2023C9) Rl bR R 2 A 5% A 208 #05F B A (HEES . 2023]GY026).



1388 O R R GE RO %63 6

AAE LS IR BN X FPRE AT IR . S, AR SRR, AR TE M A S TE LR R R R, R
WA ST A A B R AR B T S 150 1Y e R AR 45 B R R — S B AU AR GA PR HC TR B 1 45
L IEF RS RS, SR TS5 Al 250 O 1k K 4= 8] R BE 45 SR

1% Gt 15t A% SR e Ak B8 Z e R OC AR ) i TR I 3 7 38 o BT S A A o . W BSR4 DL K ) B A
Jr F e UG A S5 1) L. U FCAE v 4R S 4as o) v 7 B8 ek RO T R A 2 B SRS N X AR B IR A R SR
MR T BRI BOR WE FRAR. MeAh, 15 585 4L B0 AE Ak B AR 2 P o 5 PR IR BN SR B 2, iX 8t
Jr BRAPEAE oMb FRE 27 38 A5 S B iy FH rp JC W e PRI, el A 280 A A B pR Y AR . T
R E BRI PERE . 2 GA MRTF A D 2 ). A SO ) — R B T E 7 2] 5 Z oc &Pk [l e
0 it 38 A% B Gamma, LU DR A% G2 388 4% S0k 70 52 % s A A0 A0 1] A b i 107 B2 AR v 1) Tl

Gamma 532 3 3§ B 27 >0 0 Fb BE B4R 9E AT B 4k, JF 45 & AP %R 3§ (alfinity propagation
clustering) 5 2 JuZ P M1 VAR AL, AT &b 25 0203 7 B8 R 5P T H 5 B, S s AR AR RO, e g R R
Gamma FILFEMNT IR E TRZE ML DL B 24~ 22 8 Benchmark pREL_E . # L%E /> 538 17 B 98 vk 500 31
TSGR AT A RCR  TE AL PR A A% s AR A 1) B B R 0 S

T b R 38 A B 1 ) R AL RO A R, 2 g A B 1k 1) g e R AR DR 0 R TR, 2 TR
— S5 N PR RS A B O A Tl N 2R A I R AR LR R 22 T U A0 Ak ) R T I
EAESH, TR R L N AR T AR B Y (R R, A 5 e gt A% B R v PR AR M R B
SR A, ACTRASE AL T 5 G M e R A2 ) R, I A QBEASE A 3 RS O3 Gl € A N B, AT R A B S 3 B
M oRE B IR B, AT 3 B E B T B . Grefenstette Z8W V4R Y T GA 38 a2 3B 43 10000 3 1 i
g —ABEAY, RRAR T S B BB A R K O TR AL BB B HE R P Papadrakakis 485 $2
T T2 0 2 AR A DAy AR BRASE B G DI A 1) R 3 N RE AT SO L 98D T S N R O B
Rasheed 455 i 17—l SR JH 3G R B 3 300 45 78 6 3t A% 59 0k AT W0 AR AL, D46 5 LA i 5 1) v 6 Ak
I 5. Branke S5 T B AR AS I 3 Ak 4 IR) A4 A 043 007 B0 TO0I0 S PR A, Ol 3k 2R LG TP kAT
FE AN AR5 T Rhr i Seae g R, SCHRLS-6 JAR 4l =2 i ad I BEAh A S, R AT T —2E R T AR
WEE NI SE58. Schmidt S5 4R T — AN TR A HE AL E IR AL THI B, BT S T RER AR L
ity SECAEL A AR 1) 2 8, IS SR AR B F0IN R RS R B 3 N AR BT R Y S 4 2R
Funika 885 8 1 17 —Fp P [ 2E 4k SR W, 1) 358 43 D11 25 45 45 B0 R 36 30038 N B O F T IR B 2% 2T N 2% 5
Bl g, SCERLO IR AP SR T 1 45 5 3 0 B Ak 11 SR ms kb st A2 0 vk, #2815k i M R

R R A A AR R AR A0 3 B T R R AR 2 Ak S B R R m , YIRARHE
BB R BE 23 T B, AN TTTSZ R B0 B PERE. PRIG , A SCHR Y — ol 7 0 4 25 [ o g A AR B A 4% SR s
Je A L % 2 (manifold) XF BEA AT R 4E , SR J5 F T RS L L £ L G TH 0038 W, W2 T4k
P H (multiple linear regression, MLR)REEIAE Ay A AR R T 557508 53 Yo €0 04058 107 B2, AT B3 AR B 52 3%
7 RE TSR IR B GA AL ROCR . AR SCREAR O 36 T i o7 21 5 22 S0 2 P m] A A ik 3t
f&587% (genetic algorithm with multiple linear regression based on manifold), fij X Gamma 5. 75%.

1 HEXEE

1.1 REES

WIE 2 ] 2 — R AR AR BOR . T I e e 85080 b AR 4R DB 45 4. B 2% 20 1Y B AR 2 X 5
HEROHE HEA T2 > NI TSR 1 AT R (9 (I 4k 2 RV 25 44, O 440 35t R O 199 bR RG22 o DATAT A IR 504 A
SR B e St (isometric feature mapping, ISOMAP)UY | )5 #8 £ 4 #: A (locally linear embedding,
LLE)™Y |t 434 B#LAR JE ik A (t-distributed stochastic neighbor embedding, t-SNE)™! 2 3 i i 18 Ay
WIB k. R vk A B B 2 BB KRS 4R v i BT A SR R b A3 A T — A 2 RN Y JRy AR
I, Ho A IR, B R AR A A v, A AR R Y R e T R s s R SRR I AT I
SRR FERR BB FE. LLE B b5 78 K2 o A5 b O 4 HR AR AU A2 T AR i o HF 40 3l & 15 B 1%
=45 ERINET. LLE fdtid B anEl 1 pis.
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Fig.1 LLE construction process
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eW) =2 |x— Dy | Dw, =1, (1)

éjk:(x,fjxj)- (x,vka)i (2)
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M2, F 2 b A R RS By 22 1 BRI 2% o ) ) A Ry
My =Y (6)

) R0 B A R AT 55 BDELY S MRS /N e A AE ZE R AR A X 1 B R AE 0] o

LLE 88, [FE RIS T E o404, BT b 3R 2 P dis . I BEAR 4 M 26 3K 80808 1 o9 7
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1.2 REHK

35 RN 145 4% C(affinity propagation, AP)S g — g B 25000 2 80 vk il 3 R AR 2 4
s UL I AE R R 2 0 (FRA exemplar) , SR J5 38 b 11 55 508 200 PR 22 (] 3% 4 4 i — 1> 0 2%
L HE R, T O 4% 45 45 7 19 7 L (responsibility #1 availability) 536 115 H £ BEAR ) B 25 0.
LI TAZ SR K-means Sk, AP FiE A B &5 fU2 P AT L B0E REEL, HB5 58 s
L0 o R L R, RO R AR L R, 7 AL 3 b AR SR /N R A (AR AT
BRI BAFROR.

Se AP BLAE E — B A 2 B 7 3, AR TG R B sl A sZ AR LR A, SRS AR A % e 1 R O 5K
P — AL B S= (s (i3 kD) s FEXTHEBEHXT AL EIICER sCh, ) BT E, RSN A
FARIE . B MM RS, T Xof o 1) S A A e % Dy SR b O RO AEAB . e A TR BRI S AE B R=
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Hodp i F ke FRRFEAR.
L3 Zum&EEAR
Z L NE [H (multiple linear regression, MLR) & 2 /NA8 &, 1] B 35 A [R] @ M7 15000 B 119
EEME. BEY IR, X X, X, B p MEZE, W20 R,
Y=B,+B X, +B,X, 4+ +B,X, +e, (8)
Hrpe RIREIHIRZE, 28 BB+ By -+, B, JIIH R B4R Y H A0 [l 5 48 & 35 0 % 80, X
AL S Y AR . 5, AR A PR — A AR X, KU B, XTI K
O, X, BEUES 1, W@ s
Y =BoXo + B X, + B, X, + - + B,X, +e. 9)
fx/N " (ordinary least squares, OLS)J& P2k M [ 03 [m) B B A % ik, Hilh B X2 i
AN ZESE T R, SRR TR0 0 R B0 T B O R DLAR B A B T A B I L. RS OLS iz ke
AR SCR AR /N ek (weighted OLS, WLS) , WLS 45 43 /4~ WL I {5 43 Bic — i S e 0 2 AS Af 2 8 1)
RO, HdR /D e i ) oy
&= D, (Y, —Y)" =D wlY, — (a+bX)]. (10)

2 RITFITETEZRE&EREFMNEEZEE(Gamma)

Gamma X Mg Bk g T ek, TR T . B, e B kS S CnFE K/, &
RIEARU L, e ORI R | BEH AR e RS AR 55) , BT RSB R #EAT w46 1L, %)
AAFAR G ARBEDL ™ 25, R, B % AR S50 5 T 10 Y R D 52 A8 SR A 58 AR, s 748 57
TR A SURE T HAE = A B AR, T AT B — A I B R, B e, 788 N B PR B B A0 2R IE R pR
RO o3 S A% W38 A% S 0 SO0 3R B o0 G208, DRI A SOk 1 AR I ASE 8 5 g 8 43 A3 Y
FRiganc-M

A SCH Y Ry R M A A SR R AR AT B 4. L SE Ry — S 4l T I R AR, 7ESLPR
N, AR AT REAE R B e HORGELL, H 2 Tk R M EUE AR SRS, ZoudtEIENE
X [R) A PRI M. ARl AR DU AR S, A b A T R A SR R TR AR R, 00T 32 SR B Y b
A A1 R e ST R S D O £ (AR T O G = 0 7 0 v~ o /S L K - A L R o M SN E SR
S54E. PEARYEGIE b AT AR ARG i, AT AR AR D8N TSR B T DR AR AR R 3¢ e A A

AREHASE AU 1| 25 £ 4 S P A R AR R AT B B e, AN R RE Ik O AR ) e R AT A B 2 o
ALY, WA RE A5 B RS A 0 T AR, T AP BARMWBR P LR ELAAEN G AK, H i
Gamma FIETEMAEWIE T, FIH AP REEFRINZE DA ARG AR BIRIE P AR
HESE ) (first in first out, FIFO) JFUM BT Il ZR . AR 4538 4% 3 1 i 4 . ARSI AU ST PR - J2 AR 40 i i)
HERE bR IR NS A R AR AL, N O sk A e R 1y e AR L. B SR A FIFO JE 0], AT i Ik
F A3 ak I e A, e S I GRS )G TR T Y TR A A s A DG DA PR I S0 A

Gamma FIRAEARAE 2 B TP R AP REM VNG . FIH MLR A9 g A B 7 F5000 34 43 G 6014 00
N RE. HEFE MLR &% JEFR4E2s 0] b, MLR AJ P siAs) g, DT R A B 1 il ok i B AR fr . e )s
PRI T 200 T DL S T Y 35 N R (E AT IR AR AR, 8 MU — AR, R AT N — Rk AR,
H AR E 2 FiR.

Bk 1 Gamma Bk

HBRE D wiintk . wEHARBOTEES (=0, WERRFMAE T, & &SN EITFN R £, REL
BEMLA: B M A G O ARVE DI FIEE P (1=0)
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Fig.2 Flow chart of Gamma algorithm
E S LS R (Y e it
WS WA R A AR TR
IR O R POt 8, X, AR BB E ARG R PG
HB% 5) if Size(Train(r)) <4 X Size(P (1))
AE AR A SN . R f 3RS N R, BRI AV ZR4E Train(o) ;
else
BT i AR P GO AR B S (o)
FIHT LLE S92 % #4447 B 4 5
flRdE = [ AP BB ARG R I DL
R FH 38 7 PR BT B 2R 28 vt X O ik A ) Y 8 44 B R
A FIFO JE N B I 25 4E Trian(e)
FF Trian(O) Y% MLR BAL S(0)
FIHT S (o) 58 Ho At G €0, 44385 7 &2
AR 6) EHRA T MIGASFRE PO BN AEFARE PG+1);
YR T LAk SRR A =T, W DL Ak ik B2 v I A5 0 B e R I B A AR A SR e R i A i
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3 HEXR

3.1 Benchmark & %[ 3£ 58 1% it

AR CHET Python W45 00548 Bk T B4 Geatpy2 #4777 %, 7 | & Benchmark pR %X F HE4T M
B, A g ML 5L (SGA) Ml Gamma 5 IVERE. A IIERIE % 1 Fl AP 5k &R . 4% Gamma
SR BT 2Bk AP(Gamma ) Al KBk LLE 5 AP(Gamma ™ D)W E R, JFBEATX L. %t HAS [ 3
T2k > B HERIOR . 7F Gamma B Hf LLE #3 + SNE(Gamma">) il IOSMAP (Gamma'*™*") i 17
XF L. XPARTR L, S2 0 8 AR R A R R R/ | ISR 2 i Bk AR R, SR S B S B, IR SE R is AT
10 WOt RAF SR, SRESBBCE T« BB %A RN 50, BEALEAR B 100, 24k
PEFEMER A 0.5, IR RN 200, LSRN 30, BIEEEEZH 10 IR LLE B4R 48 h 3,
cigen_solver=dense; t-SNE F&4EJ54EF 5 3, init=pca, method=barnes_hut, angle=0. 2, n_iter=
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1 000; ISOMAP F&4EJG4EE K 3; AP BB /) Preference REUX B NP L%, damping REIL E
0.5, ARSCIEHE 11 4> Benchmark pREC/E K bR 45, 45 sREUE B F 3% 1.
& 1 Benchmark H# 8

Table 1 Information of Benchmark functions

F5 R RR PR S
n—1
1 Step F) = D> (la+0.5 ) [—100.100]"
i—1
2 Sphere flx) = 2(1,)2 [—100,100]"
i=1
3 Schwefel f(x) = 418.982 9 X n+ E [—xisinC/ |2 | )] [—500,500]"
i=1
. - 1 < 1~
4 Ackley fQo) = —20expl g 2 [L S0t exp{7zcos(2n11)} +20+e [—32.327"
n i=1
n—1
5 Rosenbrock f(x) = 2 [100Cxi; —a2) + (2 — D] [—2.048,2.048]"
i=1
N . 1 9 s - [ xi - B
6 Griewank 1@ = oos 000;}@ Hcos(%j+l [—512.512]
7 Ridge fCryen) = 23(202;) =64 < 2, < 64 . minimun £(0,+++,0)=0 [—64.64]"
i=1 =1
8 Whitley Py = D) S [100C *124)(“)(;5 A=z [—10.24,10. 247"
i=1 j=1
cos[ (100(x} —x)* + (1 —a;)*) +1]
9 Mod double FCayoez,) = > (2 ;=) s —10.24 < @y < 10,24, [— 10.24,10. 247"
=1 =1
minimun f(1,2,++,n) =0
10 Quartic flxyera,) = Zir? + random[0,1], —1.28 << x; < 1.28, [—1.28,1.28]"
i=0
minimun f(0,++,0) =0+ noise
11 Rastrigin f(xyoa,) = 10n+ E (! —10cos(2nx;)) » —5.12<<x;<5.12, [—5.12,5. 12"
i=1

minimun f(0,++,0)=0

3.2 HEZXHER

AW 4E Ry T 3 2. B 3 44 Benchmark pR 800 HE AL 28 3F 45 5. % 2 51 T SGA,
Gamma,Gamma ,Gamma ~ ,Gamma > Fll Gamma'*MP 8 3k 7 A [A] Benchmark pRZCT (19 P B 45 Fr
{B . ALFE e HEE N (best) . X8 BB Cavg) o 38 N FE AR HE 25 (std) AN 17 432 17 )R] Cavg time).
2 2 AL, SGA BT, BOREAS . (R IFAE WAL, FO AR SO, QB i
K i) 22 e MR VE | W2 2 S8k DL R RS 5 50 B — 8 WSk I (R B2 R B2, T B3R SE e
rhfift A% DU pR 34 SRy A ) T SR eI, CAEAE ] TR BEAR RS, TR TR R A R B 2 B, A
(] H AR T, PR AR S 3 ] b3 0 R S PR A B SEge b SGA Y 3 I EE IR HT YR ECH 5 000 I, H
REPAE 2 500 IRAF, TWEERFY, MiE N EIFFEAE 0.005 s B, Gamma FEFEITEHE [ F
B O3, i vk g it AR T L, BR SGA 4h Gamma — fc B2 i T H BT THERF S LLE il AP %
%, IR T AL E R, Gamma SN i 18 W & i T - SNE B3k 8 2 s, oAy 3 P vkt e) &2 2y
2N, HERAAL R AT W, T LLE BE4Ef Gamma il Gamma S M RER AL, diRA
. W] LLE B35 BAR RO T SNE Ml ISOMAP &%k, H SNE B[R FCAH Kk, S2Br i
N E LLE 1 IOSMAP 3t . 1Ml Gamma FEBAKPEGENL T Gamma ., R AP RIEF I
S TREVLESE . H AP BILH Ok BT AR R/, 28 Ll L, JEFLLE fl AP B35 Gamma B 4F
FERE )



%5 W R, e MRS TR 2 DU AL SR A A g % B 1 1393
F2 HEXHER
Table 2 Numerical experimental results
PR B4 B St & SGA Gamma Gamma Gamma Gamma™°M*  Gamma'>\*
Step best 237 26 944 23 265 18 216 32 076 24 724
avg 428.8 20 893.4 18 697.6 14 253.8 23 928.5 20 504. 3
std 120. 329 2 555. 366 2 334.586 2 207.307 4 091. 291 2 785.198
avg time 0.131 0.299 3.741 9.573 6. 848 209. 577
Sphere best 170 26 303 23 169 20 917 30 004 28 913
avg 407. 3 20 024.4 18 441.1 16 452.9 23 973 21 838.8
std 146. 889 2 910. 424 2 566. 201 2 615.641 4 574.733 3 663.102
avg time 0.165 0. 440 3. 862 9.038 6. 588 209. 663
Schwefel best 6 957 7 401 7 652 7 462 7 377 7 536
avg 7911.2 6 911.9 7 031.3 6 847 7048.8 7068.7
std 348.939 361.036 401. 301 406. 446 192. 029 389.11
avg time 0. 328 0.361 3.769 9.271 6.630 213.026
Ackley best 5 18 18 17 19 18
avg 5.8 17.4 17.5 16. 8 1738 17.5
std 0.6 0.489 0.67 0.4 0.6 0.67
avg time 0.419 0. 405 3.922 9.092 6. 786 209. 627
Rosenbrock best 67 1 869 1483 1147 1948 2071
avg 110. 6 1454.8 1106.9 988. 7 1585.7 1516.2
std 24.662 268. 634 190. 82 109. 576 195.421 363. 62
avg time 0.130 0.262 3.720 8.539 6.714 213.601
Griewank best 2 182 157 111 175 176
avg 3.5 139.3 127.7 96. 8 136.7 145.6
std 0.8 20. 852 15.511 11. 906 26.914 18.916
avg time 0. 230 0. 309 3.796 9.270 6. 881 212.966
Ridge best 10 766 21 135 23 928 21 344 22 511 21 342
avg 15 916. 2 18 590. 9 18 182 17 669. 5 18 105.5 17 968
std 2 986. 82 1 378. 466 2 872.178 1852.52 2 332.813 2 391.832
avg time 0.194 0.319 3. 787 8.390 6.579 204. 042
Whitley best 1791 580 756 406 467 278 411 723 532 493 780
avg 2429.1 328 563. 8 292 212.8 227 317.1 447 851.9 370 578.5
std 424,242 120 799.227 9 70 932.259 86 43 376.401 130 313.233 2 86 763.643 8
avg time 4,212 3. 385 6.696 12. 349 6.258 207. 285
Moddouble best 15 600 34 060 30 250 23 144 36 806 34 781
avg 15 655. 8 30 063.9 25 795.5 21 389.8 32 450.7 30 569.6
std 34. 507 2 398.571 2 416. 838 1437.424 2 058. 639 2 953.823
avg time 0.312 0.472 6 3.915 9.723 6. 881 209.037
Quartic best 0 25 21 15 32 26
avg 0 15.4 11.6 9.4 21.6 20.1
std 0 4,903 4,454 3.2 6.374 4,158
avg time 0.133 0.283 3.711 9. 337 6.316 211.52
Rastrigin best 204 263 273 256 280 262
avg 226.5 244.7 246. 1 234.2 260.5 244.9
std 10. 623 11. 899 18. 338 15.203 16. 847 12. 668
avg time 0.407 0.409 3.853 9.095 6. 826 205. 254
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Fig.3 Evolution curves of Benchmark functions

4 FHHHsia

TE R B bl AV Ty AT AR S TS A F2 1) 10l /2 s B2 L e i Al R e ol B SR oK. 2T
Z IR E . AL A A SF A . BRI, G e] 7R 25 0 00 Ak rh s v R s, R TR A O 4R
AT EE T EE, T Gamma 52 ] T A5 AL LG, DLiE— P 5k Gamma 55 4%
VERE. S O0Ib 28 e — E AW R T . MR E B b5 15 3 #5258 ] SGA, Gamma,
Gamma " Fl Gamma' """ EILEAL K 4 PORHT ARG S W AN ERE, B RE 0.5 m JERE
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