s

%50 & % 3 AHIFERFFROE AT R Vol.50 No.3
2022 %5 A Journal of Henan Normal University (Natural Science Edition) May 2022

XEHS:1000-2367(2022)03-0085-10 DOI1:10.16366/j.cnki.1000-2367.2022.03.011

JE TR EESr X A0 2 SRME 2 A bt TR OR AL 57k

‘%‘ibj(ﬂf% ’ 7-7‘5;“"(9 5]"7]{;7\'& 9%7%&7‘%
(AL BTHR K HL 2% e , L3 100876)

O AR RR AR TR A SR A S A SR R e D M SO FEE R T A 1) B B o — ol TR R A X1 22 S
ZRA 2 R RO AL B (MSPSO) % 5335 1) FH 36 S L 04 BlORE 53 S AN 7 R . W8 00 - #F 5 30538 1 0 % 3 A4~
FHESEAT AN 6] E AL SR W, T ) F BE P R R R T R R R B R D R AN S R AR R O 5 UE A ik
P T AN [) 208 2 1 356 o o 50 L 5 JE il s 3 B0 30 R LAt 2R B A vk 0 7 X b, 9 B 0 R e BB I £ ) - 34 2
S BH T B AT vk A AR S S ik M e

K b T REAL s T2 WL s 2232 o s R BE 2D IX s 2 e )

FESES:TP301.6 MHEFRERD A

Ko7 REAC AL Y & KENNEDY #1 EBERHART F 1995 4F 2 1 59 — A & R b 8wk B I Tk 5
BEL B AT N BB B 4 DIk R R AR Sk DL S H U SR 5 TS B AR AT R AR 2 R G
TE IR FE RO B2 (UL B AR IR D R N T I 4 AR ST R ) AR B T Tz .

SRIMT R F HERLL 2 5 IR 8, B 5 W 2 PR AN 2 A6 I B RR ] 1T & i M e Dy Bl 3 bkt [m] B, AR 2 2
HCT KA RIESE TAE B2 N A7 i S EO ST N R et e A4 ) SR RN A v A
G54 SCHRL10 42 1 T CLPSO, 53 (R RE - LA — 5 ME 23R ) FL AR - 19 Dy 58 e AR 268 36 2% 2 L W R b 14 in 1
BEZ R SCHRCLL B2 0 T — ol 187 A 17T o 5000 L 3 000 A 50 025 B8 v X 14 27 20 RS DA — 8 M 3 i Jin 3%
BB RE 8 AT RS0 T B R A R L 1 R R B I O e (AR s SCik (12 4 T — R Tk gh 4 R iR
R & 4 T 1 BT SR WG FR I ShokE - RE AL B 1 (pPSA) |, LItk 7 0 Hh A B S0 i S5 0 22 R P 4 43 1) A5 S
R 13J48 T — B 1Y 22 W BEdh 3 2% 43 kAL 55 8 (MPDE) , 3R 1 7 [ M 2% 513 5 SR W F1 22 2250 1 338 o7 S 0
T — T B AR SR W L2 W Be W 3h s SCRRL 14 48 8 — 3k T 43 Be A #4259 19 SLPSO B3k, B3k o i A Fh
BER 53 R R 55 1B 55 3058 R L 38 R ORL 4 B DRGSR R b R R AT AR T L AR S RS o R
R BERLF 1915 B, G T L BB STk 15 #2208 R4 AE 5 SLPSO Bk Es A1 T 22 0748 55 5 7 Al
Fh 2 SR T BEAR AL 8 (DSPSO) 5 SCHR[16 76 SLPSO S 3E K & T4 I T 4 A 1R & 78 S5 g 19 £ Fh i
PIMERL T HEOC AL 505 (MPCPSO) 5 SCHRL17 — 21 J#FR I T 22 Bl ite 19 58 s ) 25 4> 7 1 04T A [ /Y 0 1k SR
TR 52 45 1 3 W 22 i R 1 22 5 s a0 A 2 B0 R 1 B0 P B A — > 50 9 ) 1l

X B3 0 A A 0 (o 75 B 0 P B AT 31 T AN TR AR B A 2 1R . 2 B B4 A L SO [R) G B 5 s 1 5]
A R TR TR S USCSIORS B S R 4 1] L AR T, FE AR 22 1) 8L ORE T JE B A R 3 05 B LA R R 3 s S5 1) R
W WEAT 15 BIAR T 14 M e, S I IR, AR SO — o 3 R 0 X1 22 0 W 25 2 0RO AR O
(MSPSO) . 7E A YA T o I — B80T 19 5 4 BI04 Pl RE 20 0 WO AN 7 F < 08 ) 7 BF 5 35 3 1 1 6 XA
R BUAR [] 1) 27 20 W AEVE 17 RE v, R0 10 32E £ B 5 P 35 40 A0, 38 1) 322 7 B vl Wil ATL 36 L1 80— 1 g s
B AL 2 2] L X Bl 20 SR RE W6 7E 7843 A FHAL 75 00 R 345 B0 R I CR BRI 2 e 1k e 5 B vp L 130

Wi B HE:2021-09-17; & Bl H #1:2022-02-13.

ESTE:HEHAR RS (61973042) ;L 50T A R R34 (1202020).

YEB R Z20KIBE (1997 — ), 2, Il AL IS B A, b 3 IR R R 27 1 BF 5 A L R 5T Il Ry e A D Ak B 0 .
BIEIEE GRHE Q1976 —) 5 I a6t R e R A O W A 5 0L R 5 1) Sl A iR 32 SR AR AL I LR

E-mail: zhaoxc@ bupt.edu.cn.



86 AHEIFERFFRCRHF R 2022 4

TR SRS SRR T R 1] Y 1A P B AL BOAY SORE T i D) S e R g o T s SRR L I DL —
LA P 1) 4 Jmy B DL e e o 2 A o R AL 5 B AR 45 1 T 5 B I ) A AN R R 2 R L SO bR T Wi B8
JE S A SRR L i S 531 BLAT B A WS BIGE JEE L O ELRE B AT 7 Lk B AR TR AL, SR AT B AT 55 T B

1 tHXIE

1.1 #r#4 PSO &k
PSO 5k Se W ALRI iR fb — R T, R I 3 o QAT 3l B A B 09 38 25 B ok A 4R B I P AE B — Rk
AR v, 7 3 e R B A AR R R4 i e A R RE AR e BB 4 SR W (T T O AR B R BB AE D 4
RKEEIP LA N ARF AR — B e B Z0RF 7 A& (s s sap) AR B 6 (v, 500000
vip) Fern. FEMAIERE T R — AR S A A SR RN A 1) A AR A SRR
Vi, + 1D =0V, ) +cir (Py) — X, () +cory (P, () — X, (1)

X, G+D=X,)+V,;+1D. (D
Horpi=1,2,,N,j=1,2,+,D,N HEARBAEL, w HEHEAE, 7 or, H 0, 1D KIEEE) 530 BEHLE ¢
co NIERELP; () kT @ BT LA & M5 dEorit, Py (0O WA FIRER DT B i RO B3 5 4E
gy a0 Y ETEACIREL.

1.2 CLPSO &%
EFp i PSO AR I, CLPSO B3k H (k1 LI R (1 — p O 1A AT R AR 56024 2], IR p,
1) F S A ML e 4 A AR T D R R L R S R R R W R AV, G+ D = oV (0 +
cr (P, () — X5 () e wo FHEACE - 0, 1) DX TH] Y BEDLEL, ¢ s =% /5 GO o CLS fy
24 ) BEAR YR 51, T i f CLPSO F #E 2 > BEAS ()1 7.
XEFRLT @ R 1] A BENLEL p o p € (0, 1)5[ 2035 p=p. KL T[] 5 S B 28 £ ) A9 Ho Al
K7 R AR 902 20 s (3145 p=>p o s i ) AN T s e A 2 2 .
5 bRifE PSO S L R 7 0] LA AS [R] (8 K2 7 D7 50 e AR A R 2 2T A8 SOPRIE T R 2 R 1 L S 408 T R
FEL I A 7k T 1 4 2 DX
1.3 Nmp3PSO &%
SCHRC22 48— b 5L T AE 38 5948 53 0 22 B Bk 3 R T BE AR AL 33075 (Nmp3PSO) % 5 1k A6 AT 1 AN [
ME I X6F 24 i e P S8 it o R /N AS ] 1) 8 S sh #54  IF L5 1 AR 35 50 4% S5t 52 B30 1o 1 1 8 fie 1) o 1 98 R
K, BAREAE R,
1.3.1 A ERET
AR R T 2 = a0 sxisrsxn ) W d DA RPATESFIBZE M 20 B LR 5108 LB
UB, W78 5 J5 (4 53 & .
, X — A&, UB —x,),r <0.5,
o T — ANtsxy —LB),r = 0.5,

H AGy) =y (1—r 0T RARFRAS R T R R B IE SR AR B r 2 (0, 1) [0 A HOBEHLER b
RAEBH
1.3.2 St T30 30 % ms Bk 7 5035
A 4 R B R T gbest MEHE 7 22 AT VR 14 T 75 B HL 4 A 95 47 18 375 50395 09 B BT pgbest - R e 5 19
R T ] pgbest 1 M HH AN .
bl =N(Piso)s

vl =wvly + e (ply —xl) Fear (pl — )
Hop P;;, TRt R E TR T pgbest WS d HE5r &, pgbest HIED434 N (Pl ,0) T4 0 BHHT R .



% 3 4 FoRuE.FATHBES R S Lk m b8 T AR & 87

o1t <o T,
c=1<0,a, T <t <<a,T,
o3+t = a, T,
Ho, >0, >0, FRESMINEE L EBE 0, a0 BFRBRMERSEL H oo <a, ;e 5225070 R 5UE
TR, T 2 fie R R BUE T3 EL
SEVERE - T R W], Nmp3PSO RE 8 0t 3 IURE A 00 1 350 1 1) 22 A P ROHRS 8 2% o 5 88 22 ] 114 ~F- 4 i) 7L
1.4 HMBHEEREE
SCHRL23 4 M0 T — B i 1 22 43 #F A 357 (SaDE) |, 8807 rf 3 56 1) e A= 105K W B G AH G 1 452 11 = 808
ok 2 S BT LA AR B0 0 7 A 1) £ 6 % T S R G N, DA T 3 b B A S Gl 0 A SR e S RO
oK VC e 48 2Rk B A S R By B S 96 25 R 5 45 58 DEY DL K JLAN e i 19 280 A & 1Y DE 2B R A 1 . SaDE g%
ARAT T iRy o o A /N A b o 2 DR T A )
SCHRL25 82 10 1 — Mgt A5 5012 i) A2 AR (GL25) , B 78 28 SUHRAE Z W P0AT 1 3 A a1 5 o o 4 0 e
PR A0 A B B TR T R AT R B A M P SR P S B AR 5 AR S SR P T AN [ A 28 B AL TR B AR AR
Hh e R I SR A 5 R SR TS T Bl A 1Y A A AU Y 2 R DL R A3 B S A FEAIL R Hh AR R SR R SR IX 3 A i
TR AT ARG 5 DL ACAR A vl 19 38 SUBE - IR 5 VR M R

2 ZERBESFIMFEMUEE(MSPSO)

2.1 RN

Xof R T A v AN (] 3 0 A P A A 2 An i A P A 8 3R AT I R ORI 2 A SR 1 1R R AL 8 8 B
SRy 0 1 — Tl T ) S SR DU R A O] 43 BN [R] B8 L O HE AT R (T R 3 2 Y E A0 AT AE I s
RGN L5 2 M REIAR ZREME X 22 RS B Z MR A il 72 9 K2 5 18 R 5L Al 35 Y m
PR WS, [ I DR E & A T R S 22 > B B 0% O 457 I ] 3 10 R 1 8 530 2 19 & Jmy 180 R RE 0 R Jmy 3 O &
RE J7.
2.2 MSPSO &%

S BTT A HY TE ALK B AT 3 S A 0 ORI PR A B R AT A [ i [ 1) 32 A AR A

R T F TR A A i R v 2 R OCHEAE B AR SO I A3 A [ R B T A R A - R A S T R
VAVB I = 3 o g B 18V AVB U VA = 51 7N W YA = 1 = TR G ¥ AVB T VA (= R 5L G AR T 0 . oy N LT 2 R e 3 M I R
F IS 5 A > A O K A U 2 I 0 ) R B A L B S FE AR o BT B ARl E T,
(FG)—F )

a — N ] (2)
DI(F (k) —F (k)
k=1
F,()
= &)
DIVF (k)
k=1
R:Ala +/12ﬁ. (4)

ZEGse g AR AR R BB AR 0 o0 o, SO TR 0 SRR B, DR AR VA RO S R R MR T A T

Ja &5 B R BEATRE T HER L BT 1/2 AF R R S 1/2 AR 0l . b FOF S ar R R T S
PR AR IE REE A A NS EL ARSI R E N 1A 350 BRI 0.

EEXIVE T RE BT 0 B RAT R R B I AR G 4 AR A IR

V,+1) =wV,()+ri(rand n * P, (1) — X, (1)), (5)

X, G+D=X,@)+V,¢+1, (6)

Hor w MR, EH AR 0.5 X (1 —FES/max FES) +0.15.FES 24 /i 56 80074 5L, max FES W

e RN REL. P, iz 3 b B AL IS £ 0R T 1 D7 S8 S AR 56, S B AL PE S50, S R (5) 22z 2 38 4y

A 0 S BOR Bt /N SO BN 0.45 47, Hod - S (0, 1) X Ja) 2427 43 A6 B BEHLEL . rand n Ry i 2 AR 1



88 AHEIFERFFRCRHF R 2022 4

e T 0 A R BE AL X 2 T REAS I I s v 4 Bl s H A 2 60 R R 22 AR L I JORL 1 5 2 Y L ST S LR AR
REDELRG 2 > WAl b 3G — 2 R TR 22 RE v B8 9% 22 FE AL A RS 0 8 R iR A2
BEXT 8 R R B AT AL E M AR 4 B AKX,
v, — WV () +r (P; () —X; (), % rand <, o
V() +r (P,; () —X,; 1)), % rand = p,
X, G+ =X,;)+V,;G¢+ 1D, (8)
Hrbw,ry MED X5 P, A FREPBENLE AR T L B9 7 SRR AEL S P, N 4w I R 25 5 1
HBELWE RN 1/ (A + (FES/N)Y? Xexp(i/N)). FiZE FIE AT OB Kl 4 Jm) I 52 R4 50 i A 08
P 14 T s B8 0 WA s o S R 1 BB A U I S S B AR DR AR AR 22 A M 0 B 1o R s
WS, I AR 2 BRER 5 RRL T ) 4 Ry Dy S e A 0 6 4 ARG RSB, A Bl TN UKL - ) AT SO R, DT i e R
AR e Y o
23 HESR
BT WAL TR RE R N R 2R 25 8] D | R B KPF IR 2L max FES 5858005 240, FEVLWI i

A1 AT B RN
HUR 2 WUk RS WA TH T HET 43 R AN TR 43 I SAT A [R5 2 R 1) A R RN R T R A B B
U 4

PR 3 e ST G ALK AN B2 R WA B R ]R3 0 PR T I T AR
YR 4 X 3 FORL T AT I8 IE R

HPRS PAT O E EH AR

PP 6 %%*ﬁ%ﬁ&‘:?&ﬁ‘% EICPSEE 2T o

AT PRSI KT M U 03K 3] 35 15 A o 4 5 5 75 D) Il 38 25 R 3.

3 WMHEHEXLRSERSH

3.1 MNAEHESHEE
ST T R % MSPSO ik i ¥ B8 MSPSO 545 PSO. CLPSO, Nmp3PSO, 5 iff 2 43 5
DE,SaDE, P & GL25 iX 6 Fh s 7E CEC2005 9 11 /> 25 i 5L v I3 of 25 b 3347 %8 L 20 B Sk 88 58 T K

CEC iy 32t pR BCE BT i 5 F1~F11, 403 1 iR,
F1 BEEMRXEH
Tab. 1 The benchmark function

PR KK R X [H] wALE BRI £ 18R X ] wALIE
F1=Shifted Sphere Function [—100,100]" —450 F6=Shifted Rosenbrock’s Function [—100.100]" 390
F2=Shifted Schwefel's Problem 1.2 [—100,100]" —450 F7=Shifted Shifted Rastrigin’s Function [—5,5]" —330
F3 = Shifted Rotated High Conditioned F8=Shifted Rotated Rastrigins Function [—5,5]" —330
o 4 [—100,100]"  —450
Elliptic Function F9 = Shifted Rotated Weierstrass Func-
' [—0.5,0.5]" 90
F4=Shifted Schwefel’'s Problem 1.2 with tion
R [—100,100]" —450
Noise in Fitness F10=Schwefel's Problem 2.13 [—100,100]" —460
= Schwefel’s Problem 2.6 with Global F11 = Expanded Extended Griewank s
[—100.100]* —310 [—3,1] —130
Optimum on Bounds plus Rosenbrock's Function(F8F2)

oo B~ F5 g 5000 5 T K 0 B 0 SXORS R 6~ FL1 ok 5 W i 50 T R 00 0 1 4
JR R AE S AESZIG b, 5 A vk 0 Rh BE AR ER I B R 30, 38 2R 23 (A 4EBER B R 30, PR RVE A v Bk
300 000 KT CAFHEE Vo = - X, MSPSO 193645 H I- %, PSO, CLPSO, Nmp3PSO, DE.

SaDE.GL25 B HARZHN S5 SCHR PR . S i/ 52 56 i) BEDLYE fF BT A SR 7E 11 A ko 00 3 ok 5 23531



ES

KBE,F R TS K6 5 Rk A4 T B AL H &

89

SLIBAT 30 WKL IR A RN 2 s,
2 THEEFHEIRER
Tab. 2 The numerical experiments results of 7 algorithms
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F1  &fi{d Min 0.051 27 0.001 8 1.26E-11 2.90E-95 4.20E-31 2.33E-26 9.14E-31
FEA{H Mean  55.552 8 0.003 7 1.80E-11 1.97E-81 0.207 8 9.80E-24 1.42E-23
FrifE2 STD 92.461 1 0.001 2 3.01E-12 7.20E-81 1.138 2 2.30E-23 7.50E-23
F2  fifH Min 8.384 8 0.004 9 1.82E-05 3.54E-52 5.49E-19 1.87E-16 7.39E-15
FEAMH Mean 40,622 2 0.008 9 0.001 7 2.96E-47 9.05E-06 1.81E-15 9.68E-09
FrifE2% STD 24,388 4 0.001 8 0.005 1 9.63E-47 4.72E-05 1.16E-15 3.67E-08
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Tab. 4 Comparison of the average value of different parameter setting

, T , o
T B
MSPSO  MSPSO2 MSPSO3 MSPSO4 MSPSOS5 MSPSO  MSPSO2 MSPSO3 MSPSO4 MSPSOS5
F1 6.42E-81 5.49E-82 4.09E-85 3.12E-93 3.33E-94 F9 0 0 0 0 0
F2 8.82E-47 1.82E-46 2.24E-47 1.55E-58 1.45E-60 F10 1.97E-07 6.66E-07 1.07E-03 3.95E-03 7.11E-03
F5 23.33 24.51 24.63 25.84 25.91 F11 1.14E-02 6.29E-02 1.06E-01 1.92E-01 2.913E-01

3.3 15Xt Ry B D 5B dne A 28 00 R T M 3l i AT AR AT T 0 A, 3% BH Rk ) i B A Bl B A XV ) B R
D3 S e A 00 LA B B S R T 5 3.4 1 X A B AR AR A X LA, S BUCBUR M AT R AT T AT
SR BRI ESEA A, X EIEMERE R R B B BRI Z A0 BR T 30 ZE DN 45 S, )RR TR T 0] 4
50 A1 100 BG5S, W3 5.0 LLE H MSPSO Bk i B E 45 ROt R & M R B e 8 BT A R T
K, U] MSPSO Bk B a7 (R . 456 3.2 WEE T B 45 R 73t ik o MSPSO Bk PR RE AL E A = 1
WAL SIOR 0 B P A A S5 B 3 LA AT A e
£S5 MSPSOEARBHENRNEH LHHELER

Tab. 5 The numerical experiments results of MSPSO in the benchmark function of different dimensions

BRI £ i BRI £ R
30 4k 50 4k 100 4 30 4k 50 4k 100 4
F1 AL Min - 2.90E-95 3.36E-96 2.48E-94 F7 e Min 0 0 0
X Mean  1.97E-81 5.50E-82 3.34E-82 39 {H Mean 0 0 0
R STD  7.20E-81 1.90E-81 1.07E-81 brifE2z STD 0 0 0
F2 BABME Min  3.54E-52 1.94E-52 5.26E-52 F8 FeA{E Min  8.88E-16 8.88E-16 8.88E-16
Y Mean  2.96E-47 1.27E-47 3.05E-46 FHMH Mean  8.88E-16 8.88E-16 1.13E-15
FriE2 STD  9.63E-47 3.67E-47 1.27E-45 bR STD 0 0 9.01E-16
F3 AR Min - 6.48E-69 2.15E-68 1.04E-70 F9 F A Min 0 0 0
FX{H Mean  1.89E-58 2.07E-58 8.59E-57 S Mean 0 0 0
FriEZE STD  9.21E-58 9.96E-58 4.66E-56 bR STD 0 0 0
F4 WALME Min~ 2.05E-40 9.33E-40 8.17E-40 F10 AR Min -~ 6.89E-08 7.05E-08 7.62E-08
X Mean  2.11E-34 1.57E-34 3.24E-35 I Mean  2.62E-07 0.000 218 1.75E-07
FrifE2E STD  9.56E-34 7.83E-34 9.30E-35 FR#EZE STD  4.00E-07 0.001 195 8.16E-08
F5 &AEME Min 22,948 5 22.615 9 22.928 1 F11 B Min - 3.45E-07 1.81E-07 4.86E-07
X Mean  23.886 0 23.863 7 23.992 7 F-HI{H Mean  0.037 8 0.041 343 0.019 826
FrifE22 STD  1.358 0 1.252 1 1.427 6 FriEZE STD  0.079 5 0.055 106 0.047 962
F6 L fH Min 0 0 0
-4 {H Mean 0 0 0
FRifE2 STD 0 0 0
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Multi-strategy comprehensive article swarm optimization algorithm
based on population partition

Li Bingxiao, Wan Ruizhi, Zhu Yongjie, Zhao Xinchao

(School of Science, Beijing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Beijing 100876, China)

Abstract: In order to solve the problem that the canonical particle swarm algorithm is prone to fall into the local optima
and is of low convergence accuracy, a multi-strategy comprehensive learning particle swarm optimization algorithm (MSPSO)is
proposed based on population partition. In MSPSO the population is divided into potential subgroup and common subgroup
based on the competition mechanism. Both subgroups use different evolutionary strategies. The particles in potential subgroup
are mainly responsible for global exploration, while particles in common subgroup focus on local exploitation. In order to verify
the performance of the proposed algorithm, MSPSO is compared with other PSO-based competitors and other swarm intelli-
gence algorithms. It gets the best average results on different benchmark functions, and it is proved that the proposed algorithm
has better performance.

Keywords: particle swarm optimization; competition mechanism; multi-strategy learning; population partition; com-

prehensive learning
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