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Sampling method of software product line based on

adaptive evolutionary algorithm
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Symbolic Computation and Knowledge Engineering of Ministry of Education ,Jilin University, Changchun 130012, China)

Abstract: In order to further improve the diversity of the sample set, the DDHNSbS algorithm was
proposed, in which the Diversity Mutation Strategy (DMS) not only preserves the diversity of the initial
population, but also optimizes the effect of traditional genetic operators. Meanwhile, to make up for the
limitations of novelty search, diversity detection(DD)was proposed to check and flip the assigned values of
features with a certain probability. So as to further diversify the number of features selected in the sample
set, probability—aware diversification via the Halton sequence (Halton-PaD) was achieved, and the
generated initial configurations’ uniformity was developed thanks to Halton—PaD. Experiments were carried
out on 39 public SPLs, and the experimental results show that when DDHNSbS algorithm is compared
with PaD-NSbS algorithm, DDHNSbS performs significantly better in 42.1% of the small SPLs, and has
the same performance on other SPLs.
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A7 i £k (Software product line, SPL)fE
B AR 20 AR 8 v ] T A, AR R T BE AR AE
NI 3 R AR B i 2 22 R T R AR ] T A
2y I BC PR O A AL . R B S Ay
SPL ¢ fiE B0 i P K, TH 6T BCF TR A 55 (4] 2 43)
ek 4 2 B bs b A5k B AR AR 4 i % 3k
5 e e B I SPLY A ) i, % B A
AN B M A BR Y B RO A I R
PRI E T DR 0 75 222 v 00 e R 9 3 BRURE A R ik
RN TN

H A, Sl vk KRB 5 b BE TR i 4% 1Y
ol AE SR ST ] A 3 S SR A b A RO AR A (S g
PRAE AR A AT 850 Bl ML AR B AL B B e AE A
B A B2 T (] 7 0 A RE S o R 1 T
o o T8 BBORE AR 100 s 35 S 4 i AR 48 R A ) P B —
SRAENTI Z R PR SPL AL b A AR
e BAAUORAE T P BE P00 AR R IR W] e fR B
ANRAT A L& e mT AR s A, H
HI L, A 2 Z2 vl R O B 94 R Bl 4 A S
Fx W F o DDbS (Diversified distance-based sam-
pling) 54 AR i BT 3 R AIF 0 HE R AR, B R
Wz 2 H e AR AE R EN., 28
b SPL e [) S s 4 T ok A A 8K o A o
W H AR Z —, P S A Gz B e 1 2 e
£ X @ %, NSbS (Novelty search-based sam-
pling ) 3342 78 L FE Al b 4R AT R 25 TR) A A A
45 G R B PE R AR AT O 25 (8] ARG A8 R BE AT R
EEREA Z R REASE, 7] 0F$8 1 5 #0E
YE Ry 55 5 45 br Ml B 5 1k PE B2 . PaD-NSbS
(Probability-aware diversification-NSbS) & "%
& H OB B 5 B R PaD i 4 sk T
SAT (Satisfiability ) 3K fift % , 75 A= B 4k B i 1 i
T2 v AT R el 2D SO TR A A B AR, AT AEAT
ks ] 35 B 0 4T ) A i

SR, B B ) PaD-NSbS Bk A A2, N
TR B TR s AR 09 2 REPE T HEAT A AU
R PR AL ZHEE AR SCHR  DDHNSDS 5
B, FETTEAT

(1) ZFEAL AR 79K W& ( Diversity mutation strat-
egy, DMS) { B3 7 50 P 43 850w 19 > 14 1 LU BE HL A=
A A B B 4 o B B AR SRR TR R

F S 2

(2) Z # P K I (Diversity detection, DD) A
— € WER AT IT B 1k AR S T AR [m] i) 32 4% 5RO
TR R —FFAE 3 b Ji B 2 g AR O 2 A
A LA G O

(3) A Halton 5 51l 7 Sy 5 il (1) M 23 Sk o0 22 #
£ (Halton-PaD) , oAz 59470 46 Fi e 25 59 145 1)
E— 4

(AR SCHEHE T AN R a4 B #4750 00, A
W 1 e R A A

1 fie AR

A K A 28 PBC S 8] SR A BT 09 BE il
T, AL 45 DATC 25 (8] SR A 19 7 36 DL R AT R &5 1) 1Y
BEAME S . TEZFEPERAE b 38 i e Uk PR AR
) H5 B AR TIC & AT O B i 2 AL PR RE T
TP G T R A R Ry TV W R A A% T Y
17 R ISR Ty B i P RE T8 A, SCBR [ 25 ] 42
VAT Ry A5 1A AR AR, OO B A e R T S () B S
AT R A5 .
1.1 MNEETE X

5 H Ay 1a) B AR ] , SPL AR 5 AE 22 1] 47 A6 2
WL HOWL AR R 2 SRR 1 OC &R, 7 2 4F SPL
PEAT HEAL 4 4 AL (Feature model, FM)'™"
Al DL BT 3 2 R SPL b A 4R AR R H 2 R AR

E X1 FMA It (F, C)yFm,™, H
F={fisfor oo [} I n DHRIE IS A L SPL
FYEE i MRRAE , C A FRIE RN 2 SR R EE G

EX2 BEHER LA Tf T
R, i R EM R RS (N RIE ,— 1 R
O e BE R A N RRE o A R R R
c, )3k PE R RRAE IR RO B S 1, w0,
ol 2 T A 29 R L B AR A AL A5 )
B PR R ICRL L & .

X3 BCE A B WO A A AR B A
G E R (PR OR .

Ry 58 LR S B AT 55 B AR R 77 20 S
[i) P () A BRTE EE EAT AR AR o SR R Y A AR 7
LWFEEC T 0 R, B PIBBE Z 3 K . 7EAL
28 L B3 (A IR AN IS A 0 T, 5 4 B
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TR ZHETE TE TR BN 2 1k 55 R 5 R i 2 0 R AR AR A i
E X4 FE AR E R - AN KA S= EREATIEL.

{51080y ooy s, ), o s S — AN T B 25 ) A 5 0 A #y:1 DDHNSbS &k

AMICE, EREAREREARZ —.
1.2 {TAZE

T BT A C B R AT D n] DL BT A
TIE R EAT A, B B R AE B 19 2 RE VRS 4R
ALK . A BC B = | v B 47
H A Z 5 R e Y 50 8 55 AT B A L AR
REZHMER .

FESCS A LR A SIORC BT 1 4 Y R IR L
O v R L AT O U C A ) s ik
S 3 H I R B Y s ), BRAT Ry s )t AT
A BRoR B R BB BRI .

SiR TR IE 2 i AT AKCHE D TR I RRAE
1] TG 8805 I 2 A7 A% HE B v — i BT 2 P YRR AE
LA n SRR, W B S A v 0 i K AE A /)
{5 1T LA FR 58 o 45 fiF (9 5505 | core | DA K G RUHFAIE Y
Btk | dead [W 2 o B 1445 AT A0 200 256 % 0
il FFAE , ELAS RE 1B £ JCSCRHAIE L BT LA B 8 e /ME
min (B)=|core|, H& K {8 max(B)<n —|dead|.
PR, B £ZH n—|dead| —|core|+ 1 1~ # %L,
Al LSRR Ry B8 25 ) W O [BIAS A8 ] R
AL 33X 28 -2 (] AN [ 23 A 9 C B 2R AT A .
\BIZ /N T | W, DA A7 A 5 () B 4 PR o AR R T
e A i B 2 AR XE R b 1 AT o 25 R), AT L
Wik G BIEM R RAT N E N B, B'=
{|core], |core| +1,. .., n—|dead|}, & 4% core]
%0 — | dead |Ii] (1 424 KL, 25 185 B ) B B80T
RETC 1L 5 W b A7 RLCTC U 6 0 R I R T A e
G, B BJE B T4 . BT DL RIS M e
E{=E a8

2 DDHNSbS 5k K HAR AL 3R w5

ARATFEA A SCHE A9 DDHNSDS 507k Je =
3P AL SR g, 2 %1 J& DMS . DD Pk & Halton-
PaD,

2.1 DDHNSbS &%

DDHNSDS 43 4 3 AL 5w, & 09 505 i
BN 1R . ARHE A Y B FM A 0 A R
N LL K P T R R AR A RN SRR R T A T
S (A P PR T B A DT 4 e B AR AR AR Y

A A AR o FEARK/NN;

B RS AL

@ A<InitializeArchivewithHalton (N) ;/* ¢ il 3 Halton—
PaD £ ) i R BE S, T A7/

@ D=<InitializeDistanceMatrix (N-+1) ; /* %] 4 1k BF %5 5 Ff
*/

@ calculate the novelty score p(x) for each x € A5

@ while runtime<<maxtime &.&. gap=<<10

® {cl, Cy }«S,ml after traditional genetic operators with
DMS; /% il DMS £ & 38 {5 A2 il 110/

© forieil, 2}

@ ifp<<0
® DD;/* #47 Z RGN */
@ end if

0 end for

@ apply ProbSAT solver to repair c¢,, ¢,’; /* ProbSAT 3K fi#
#wBEFRe e/

@ updateArchive(A) 5 /* 8 P 48 5% BE H R A B +/

® end while

@ return A

TR S 3 Ak B AL A R DL B rSA T 4T 3R i 25 2
BCRDR B RE, FREAT S SRR . A R R AR LR
B AY T 792 b B, PaD-NSbS 5 ik A il H
PaD A= BUFE A, B 09 2 i FR A B0 )R T REAEL O,
n 22 18] 4% A7 5 i Halton—-PaD A (X Al DL 2 3% &
1 38 R PR UE HUE B 4 . BBtk , DDHNSbS &
e, B S RIT 45 R A RN L KORT 4 i s 3K
¢, il i Halton-PaD A & rSAT4J 3K fiff a4 B #L2E
BN ASBC & AE 000 GG FRE S, IF 8 L AE A AE B
RARCHEIT) o FXTRRE A P& A R,
k2 R B A SO HRAT & 2 A AN R C B 2 [ 1
P BT ABE B A B (5 247) o R, B IR
SR S A AR BT B ME S B, R R AR R
e+ (26 3147) o AR LB )G, PaD-NSbS
DL K NSbS 53 vk B A0 1AL 4 52 44 53 7 $h AT ik Ak
Sk AR A ), LB R0 S BOR AR o, B R
BR 43 B0 0 A A TV TR 43 B 0 A4, 9K T 3K R
230055 PaD YRR, 52 e FloRE A9 Z2 A . Dy R I
P 82 PaD At 18 5 1 9 20R , DDHNSDS 537 fiff
FHAL 88 3 A2 351 5 DMS A 45 4 10 057 3877 28 5 1
FROESIT) . mAEFNTFRE . N THERAR
B A bk — 2D R m AR 0 2R B AR
7 B HEAT DD, 1M 75 AT B T HE S 0, 45 Bl Bl
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P R p /N T 0, M BEAT (58 847) , T 15 3
Z AR I AR & RSP AR R AT & ek, H ¢
Lo FORILE A F AR . BN o e R BR AR IE LA
Rk, BT LU 00 ProbS AT 3K i #8 % JC 55 fi ik
B (55 917 ) o S Ja , MR 40 7 200 1 4 500
FOFE 1017, HBIR B & E 550 R YR A fE
N EPEACIFEA B i

Bk AR A A X o 284, 4 BIAE
A7 Ay 5 18] R C B s () 4 2 5 B A AR R DT R
UE TR R (A ALAEAT Ry 23 o) B A ke 1 7
e % (] o AR S P BE DR AR TG (R A AN [m) o o
G3EA T AR T T TR A RS TC A B
I, U I TC B3 AT R B o A TR R X el T
A BT m A 0 2R 2 R g AR
23 B TR T A R ) T AP 0 B, R M R
ST HRE B AR

1% DDHNSDS (1 48 4k 5 g DMS . DD LA
J Halton-PaD 7 J5 24 44 .
2.2 DMS A%

IR R 58 S AR S A AR G Y s AR AT
A DA REA B A7 T 12 48 3 T DR IR H 2
{308 Aok AR 23 RN A B A ) B i 1) BE DL ARICR: 25 42
Bl st 1% 5 T, DR ) 4 R 1 22 A 1 A2 31—
SE S o SR T IR OR B A B RO I B R R
WL, A T DMS ik

DMS By HAR A 41T 2 AR £ 24>
K, [F R DMS LR A5 55 0 38 4% 5 1 A=
BEHT I F A . DMS B 56 LUFR R i 87 2001 43 55T
BHEAVE R bR e, R4 R F b B vk 3 Uik T
P T 1L 19 A 1A K 0 i AL A= ol ) T 1 A BBCAR 5 A
Hby , 7 R 53 H R T bR AR B A 2 R AT g AL 45
EIFHEAT — M BT, Tl AN S RE T PR3 1
FEAR B AA 38 B o O A BE 1 21k

Byk2 DMS

WA BRI Py, pos

K BT R T AR ¢, o

D pener < max (py. po )3 /% B B 18 52 A P 185 O 1
S8/

@ avg_score<—find the average novelty score of all samples;

@ if Ppever << avg_score

@ {c,, ¢, J<-randomly generated solutions;

® else

© {cy, ¢y }=py, ps after crossover;

@ forieil, 2t

® c;<c; after mutation;

© end for
end if

0102 I IR IE BRI 24050 AR po Lo B BT A
PE 5388, DMS S8 Hb A8 2 A A4 1 3 20 M 3 4, i
PR 55 5 10 T B 3 B 0 (56 14T s FRES B4R
HEAH avg_score #EAT FI W (55 347) , an AL AR
FINE I3 B 0 e TV 259580 50014 53 £ avg _score, B
A AR T R o B A T 2 0 B, D e T Y
2 AN AR AR 3 W E AR, PR G il 5 AC AR, R Hal-
ton-PaD B AL A BB 1Y A , DT KA R A (56
447), IF H Bk J5 2 09 st AL B4 LR IE 24
FORCR 5 75 W) 4k 22 E 47 238 X732 S S 4R (48
6~8747 ) A WL AX, Of BRI N B A R, B
ZLBAVL IR LT 0 A, 4k S A0 4 &
2.3 DDA

JEBR o Bk A i 2 A T AR, SRS DA
PE G B b e, T 25 00 B 22 I C . H X
Ty EAEAE — R BB, 78 ) T4 R b T BE AR A R
AR RO, DT B ARy BB S5 0, 78 KIS 14 B[] 1
HME LI IC S | AT A RUR R S BHAENZ
FEVEZ B2, St , AR SCHR T DD U5 EAR
PR PRV AT B — DR R 2 R

M3 DD

A B AR F R ey, oo

b BT R ZAEAL T AC el

@ for each features in SPL

@ < find the first feature with fixed value in all samples;

@ judge whether [y, is allowed to flip;

@ if f is allowed to flip;

@ {cln. cip f=crs ¢; with flipped fiys

© break;

@ end if
® end for

DD B Je £E 4 % 1 45 B & L2 DMS 5 4%
BN 24 AU AT HRL, A T AR £ R 06
SRR, ELHC I A 5 1) 4 0k s 0 AR A, JUPRE A
HOZRHIE fr RS B% (55 547 ) o DD 2 17 iE 47
P T ML 0, 0 19 HUIE Bl A A P 19 SPL A [7] 1 22
oo AT B EDULHE A 25 1 DD SE ], DL 1.
00011100001000...1
10101100100000...0
00010100001001...1
00011110011100...0
E1 DD
Fig.1 Example of DD
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S e % B 2 AN R AE 04 B 7E 4 B0 B v BUE 2 Table 1 FMs used in the experiment
0" 6 e R A S i 3 A 45 O s G A0 G 05 o o G ko ded
L e ey e fiasco_17_10 234 1178 7 6
A R 12 7 B O TR (A 17 3 i i o s .
ﬁﬁ/i%@] E‘Jﬁj"%%%gﬁ{to BerkeleyDBC 18 19 2 0
2.4 Halton-PaD 7% HiPAcc 31 104 1 0
i RE I 55 SRR A AR B AT M 25 4T Sk 25 ] T Jhipster 45 104 7 0
E-sh 290 426 30 0
B 24 R A B 2 0 0 W R R () S A 7 0 P@i e s ,
Tﬂ’%\ %iu .EE%DﬁAﬁﬁE/JL*—‘FjEj‘]i%@ E”Fﬁ_‘f% SmartHomev2.2 60 82 7 0
W) UR Fh R A A5 A0, TR ] GEAR IR 24 AT WebPortal 43 68 4 0
%7 I*ﬂ ﬁ?ﬁ B/J {m %\L?OJO Haltonf?ﬂ%i‘/ﬁ‘{ﬁﬁ"ﬂfﬁ% busybox_1_28_0 998 962 12 0
o A \ — Poll 40 100 9 0
SRR AT e ] LA RO 55 SRR AR IR IE X ;W » oo _ .
Z el
S RE A A A 45N L Halton—PaD LA Halton JF 1) TavaGC 19 105 ; 0
Sk FE Atk SR B AR A O A R 19 Halton J3 51 {H # VP9 42 104 9 0
2 75 16 8 S GF , 1 PaD 5 B 1 575 [0, axtls 2.1.4 o4 10 40
Clibe-ng_1_0_29 269 1403 14 0
1]0a . !

TR ) toybox_0_7_5 316 106 8 15
PaD A= 1% 19 90 U6 AR B A, T 3 R A0F B0 19 0 axTLS 684 2155 3 381
N i e fiasco 1638 5228 49 964
£ El [ 20X T4 (1= p )X 01, BT 356 5 iE 22 SPLOT-FM-5000 5000 9419 75 0
1w S SR pun, 80T BT 35 R AR 2R A9 T 2 uClinux 1850 2468 7 1237

R B 2 1 ref4955 1218 3099 0 50
[0 n, 15 ], AT LR UEST & Il adderll 1276 3206 0 37
515140 ccos-icsel 1 1244 3146 0 35
It , HaltonPaD AN AE IA 2] PaD BRI, if m5272¢3 1323 3297 0 43
AT L3R 55 40 06 1 24 2 v s eme 0
olpce2294 1274 3881 0 42
3 ;g g{ﬁ\& E integrator_arm9 1267 50 606 0 44
at9lsam7sek 1319 3963 0 74
3.1 BTAMFM $e77x9 1319 49937 0 58
igﬁ;ﬂ\:jﬁﬁﬁ 39 /\ FM ,ﬁ; %ﬁﬁ% JFM EI/‘J o phycore229x 1360 4026 0 89
W%Tf‘ﬁﬁﬁ% ﬁﬁ%b 120.31-34] K/{FT SPLOT-Gener- freebsd-icsell 1396 62 163 3 38
» busybox-1.18.0 6796 17836 12 3939
ated=FM~5 000 A A T A= g, H A #R nT LAAC 35 uClinux-config 11254 31637 15 6012
B SPLE S E L E A5, FM P4RIE buildroot 14910 45603 100 6895
SR TR R4 AT BUAR 4 B 05 frects 31012102705 117 14445
32 B M. B RS AE BCR <1 0005 b 8 ) 2.6.28.6-icsell 6888 343944 58 102
embtoolkit 23516 180511 839 6561
FM, B 45 AF 5% 2 76 1 000~6 000; K 8 ) FM, B
FRAEHH =6 000, 3.2 Z¥IER

Xiang %5 4 th T fir B FE A SR 2 FETE (9 46 b
73 HU{E (Spread) , iZAH ] T M B AL AL AT N

S RAKG T4 FM {5 B, 5 P13 n
M 0 35 G 55t | C1 7% 85 G I 20 SRR Jeore
Tl ldead| 4 31 36 77 3 1 45 AF 5 o AR E o i, TIROOMADZ B ) 3R0R N
¥t 39 /4 FM 4 25 of I 43 530 9 2 % 139, Hi 4 Spread(S, B') = 72 du(5.8) (D)
SRR 10 L2004 % AT B 1 F M B|=
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=X :B’:{|core|, | core |+ 1, ---,n*\dead”, n
L2795 frak el LUE BT A %50 56, B b iy
WA RS =51 50 e s ) WREARSE 5 d,(0)
L S)Hg b, TS B /N RS

N
duo(b/.S)=min|6/ = T(s)|  (2)
j=1

K :T(s) R SH AR E s, B & £ 19 5§ 1E
G

i 20 (2) o] LA B 4558« 4 5O N i S
BT DX S80S R L T BT A AR 2 o )
T i DX A T 0 2 DXl A AR R 2 4 i A R
1) 22 FEE DAL I 23 01 8 /N A RE AR SR AR AR AEAT R
25 ) BA BB A

S T A GO ] B R BE 2 Xiang 5508
$ 1T 0T 43 HOMH Y 803 % (Improvement rate,
IR) . B R AL s s BT 2 £ 00 4 A 4R 43 ) 2
ALA TR FE RN -
~ Spread (A, B)—Spread(A., B)
a Spread (A, B)

IR (s1,5,) X 100%

(3)

WA RAERS s PR REIE T 50, IR (51, 5,)<<0,
BIFEARLE A L A, A A0 47 s A &, A
I AR R AR
3.3 LT

ST B BE AL VE Y A 25, 2% SR (25, 26]
(I IE 58 WO, T A SR A 2 FR A 7E 25 FM gl Ny iz
15 30 WK 5 FE B IR A SL 38 A7 T, A5 SR A A 16 AR i
10K, 78 1 30 a) , FCAE A 42 1 7 00 M 3 B02E Ak
BN 0. 1%, W5 B SR A 2% 2 A AR 2, itk
A5 ks A7 L & BUAEASEE o 20 2R SR A B )RR 2o
Th, Bk W2k s[RI, A SR AR 8 1Y R /I
WHE K100, 58 LR E N 1.0, 8 FHERIKE
H0. 1o AT S FHE RE 48 A M o 45 FE AR SE 1Y)
4y, LAk B0 R AR 45 PEBE Y H 9 . DDHNS-
bS R FE 2% 5 NSbS R AF 25 A AL, A [7] B 3z H 2 Fif
K A% o o 8% ProbSAT K f# &% 1 2 8K
max _{lips & {H & 30 000, 5K #E #% 1R [[] ) Ff 4 45
A ROAC A E Sy 100,

BT A7 S 56 AR AE %% T ubuntultS f 5 XML L
PEAT BB CFFC & 40 R : Intel (R) Core (TM)i5-3470
CPU@3.20 GHz f1 7.7 GB RAM ., 2586 % M (1)
A A java B

4 SR AR Ko b

T R O A R R R AR M
fig, X B~ FM RT3 M 7K -4 0. 05 /) Man-
nWhitney U I35, o™ T 71" 23 5 R B
ERT GERUEE W 2T . BiFAE DMS DD
DL K Halton—PaD X 5 M 58 19 5Tk , B XA [\ £
b5 W 4 AT S 50, T O 4% S B0 45 R HL B A i
A W TR
4.1 DDHNSbS 5 NSbS.PaD-NSbS # 1T Lt

TEA /N ¥ DDHNSDS Kk 2§ 5 NSbS
KR F PaD-NSbS SR FE 2 UEAT HL#R, DL 4 BU(H
V5 R F0 8 b o, o B AL 25 R FDHLIA R o et
TRFE—8. g R % 2 PR, % H DDHN
% DDHNSbS, PaDN 1t % PaD-NSbS .,

i # 2 Al 1, 7E r g FM v, DDHNSDS f4 7E
fig 2 3 T 803k LT NSbS . PaD-NSbS,  H:
WL ZE R L) FM H , DDHNSDS 78 85. 7% (1) FM
X NShS A i 2 4 i, 0 AE /N TR AL ) FM
H1, DDHNSDS 1, B8 £ UE P 8 55 NSbS #H 24 5 X} Lt
BB B 1 PaD-NSbS, DDHNSDHS 7 42. 1% #Y
/N FM R 2 LT PaD-NSbS, 7 A i
FM 5 2 st 6 4] F , @ freebsd—icsell,
DDHNSbS 7& fif 5 FM 1, BE #3028 T i
L F PaD-NSbS. &l 2 Jy 5 4 {8 % 1 19 %L
0] DL R SC IR g5 R, Ho B A bR R 3
FhEEL A bR R R EH X B FM, R0 AR
B 1 43 H5C1E o AR A B AR T A R A RIS 2
M 20115, 78 394 FM ', DDHNSbS 35 5 5]
1Y 43 FOIE by e A3 19 B i ik NSBS LA J PaD-NS-
bS, & 324 FM ' & 3 fig {£ , PaD-NSbS £ 14
NFM R EAE

bt DDHNSDS 5§58 R A #% PaD-NSbS
By HERE L K 3 H3 P MannWhitney U 3 45 5, 445
T4y B S B 0 FM v, & BB FMIT 5 19
3t WK 3 FR IR R E RS FM b A
72.8% I EM h/NRL, 27, 2% Ry A, DDHNSDS
5 PaD-NSbS 7£ K FM I A9 P AEAH 24, 3 i3d B
DDHNSDbS 76 /NRUFT o A FM o 8 HLAR 3 AR i
SIS LE R4S, FM A FRE A A0 i, DDHN-
SbS il i Halton—PaD Xt PaD A= il i 47 iR Fh 7 25
TS A AR AEAT RS (8], DMS 75 I B il - £ B4
BT A3 B AR AT i AR B A AR (i i
e fige T Sy £ v ) B ¥ AR 01 43 B i A O
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% 2 DDHNSbS 5 NSbS.PaD-NSbS i bt %
Table 2 Comparison of DDHNSbS, NSbS and PaD-NSbS
FM %i'5 DDHN NSbS PaDN FM %i'5 DDHN NSbS PaDN
1 63.006 63.148 I 65.220 I 21 357.001 362.475 I 376.201 .
2 2.053 2.053 I 2.053 I 22 2.125 18.621 9.992 .
3 1.824 1.824 I 1.824 i 23 5.635 7.794 5.466 I
4 4.002 4.045 I 4.355 . 24 5.932 8.152 5.868 I
5 4.179 4.179 I 4.195 i 25 5.893 7.643 5.893 I
6 1.128 4.175 1.202 . 26 6.624 8.902 . 6.581 I
7 5.841 5.888 I 5.891 I 27 5.682 7.480 . 5.606 I
8 0.051 0.331 . 0.064 . 28 5.962 7.542 . 5964 1
9 0.268 0.399 . 0.289 . 29 6.142 7.468 6.099 1
10 4.098 6.743 . 4.623 . 30 6.093 8.701 6.044 1
11 6.813 6.813 I 6.813 s 31 6.225 9.028 6.098 I
12 12.650 12.650 I 12.650 i 32 6.143 8.877 6.144 I
13 7.636 7.636 ¥ 7.636 I 33 18.858 20.218 . 21.663 .
14 8.500 8.500 I 8.500 I 34 279.247 284.050 I 284.028 I
15 3.691 3.703 I 4.007 . 35 399.488 401.478 I 401.233 I
16 21.432 21.724 I 23.859 . 36 312.876 322.055 I 321.407 I
17 1.078 3.150 . 1.299 . 37 1349.705 1366.916 I 1370.377 1
18 8.267 8.355 I 8.448 s 38 45.597 47.574 I 47.405 I
19 28.318 28.332 I 28.591 i 39 2169.514 2175.095 I 2175.915 I
20 92.307 93.106 I 94.124 i
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Fig.2 Number of the best spread of each algorithm
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Table 6 Comparison of DDHNSbS and M3

FM %5 DDHNSbS M3 IR/ %
1 63.006 63.177 I —0.27
2 2.053 2.053 I 0.00
3 1.824 1.824 i 0.00
4 4.002 4.025 I —0.57
5 4.179 4.179 i 0.00
6 1.128 1.142 I —1.24
7 5.841 5.854 I —0.22
8 0.051 0.053 I —3.92
9 0.268 0.264 I 1.49

10 4.098 4.212 I —2.78
11 6.813 6.813 I 0.00

12 12.650 12.650 I 0.00

13 7.636 7.636 I 0.00

14 8.500 8.500 I 0.00

15 3.691 3.693 I —0.05
16 21.432 21.568 I —0.63
17 1.078 1.116 I —3.53
18 8.267 8.394 I —1.54
19 28.318 28.311 I 0.02

20 92.307 92.300 i 0.01

21 357.001 357.762 I —0.21
22 2.125 2.380 —12.00
23 5.635 6.236 —10.67
24 5.932 6.660 —12.27
25 5.893 6.558 —11.28
26 6.624 7.165 . —8.17
27 5.682 6.261 —10.19
28 5.962 6.728 —12.85
29 6.142 6.762 —10.09
30 6.093 6.689 . —9.78
31 6.225 6.933 —11.37
32 6.143 6.809 . —10.82
33 18.858 18.697 I 0.85

34 279.247 276.312 I 1.05

35 399.488 399.740 I —0.06
36 312.876 317.214 I —1.39
37 1.349.705 1351.619 I —0.14
38 45.597 46.134 I —1.18
39 2169.514 2172.433 I —0.13
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Table 7 Comparison of DDHNSbS and M4

FM %5 DDHNSbHS M4 IR/ %
1 63.006 62.968 T 0.06
2 2.053 2.053 f 0.00
3 1.824 1.824 hs 0.00
4 4.002 4.031 I —0.72
5 4.179 4.179 s 0.00
6 1.128 1.165 hs —3.28
7 5.841 5.847 s —0.10
8 0.051 0.052 I —1.96
9 0.268 0.271 I —1.12

10 4.098 4.383 . —6.95
11 6.813 6.813 I 0.00
12 12.650 12.650 I 0.00
13 7.636 7.636 1 0.00
14 8.500 8.500 hs 0.00
15 3.691 3.700 I —0.24
16 21.432 21.492 I —0.28
17 1.078 1.123 hs —4.17
18 8.267 8332 1 —0.79
19 28.318 28.421 I —0.36
20 92.307 92.305 0.00
21 357.001 354.963 1 0.57
22 2.125 2.281 . —7.34
23 5.635 6.156 . —9.25
24 5.932 6.468 . —9.04
25 5.893 6.429 . —9.10
26 6.624 7.118 . —7.46
27 5.682 6.197 . —9.06
28 5.962 6.498 . —8.99
29 6.142 6.599 . —7.44
30 6.093 6.667 . —9.42
31 6.225 6.802 . —9.27
32 6.143 6.667 . —8.51
33 18.858 19.021 % —0.86
34 279.247 274.058 1 1.86
35 399.488 401.03 I —0.39
36 312.876 311.247 1 0.52
37 1349.705 1349.448 1 0.02
38 45.597 46.994 I —3.06
39 2169.514 2168406 | 0.05
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