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1 3

BRI BE (swarm intelligence) M J& N TR REH T 425Kk k IR 0 77 m), HZ2 KA, THZ
EVRGEH) R K, IR EARE R 23 BRI AR ) f a7 B A8 BAT N LR & 2 IR L R AR ) B
FERAT RN, BARER AR BENE . R ERRILR RFERE, R A £ PR EARESR
BRI AT 3 T AR TR R A BRI H, O TR FEORAEE BT B 1, G572 NP A
o] . KT FEALAL (particle swarm optimization, fEFR PSO) Sy B fg ik i 32 08 H R 2
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il

Sl e, ARE, BB KR EEAI E R OIS ki, P ERZE [FERZE, 2016, 46: 1676-1692, doi:
10.1360/N112016—00096

© 2016 (hERZF) ZEt www.scichina.com infocn.scichina.com



FHERY FEERE F 466 B 11

M, AFAERAR R G SR T AT BRI 04, 4n: A5 8 AL B S8 75 R rh R LA B4 b7 g s i
OUBr B AREAR ) S el for B AR AN 15T

F— T FEE, PSO B S BN R A (BN 52, JOH AN w4 2 AR AR X 2 % 1) X B,
DA KERFIFLE R Y 7 RE LTSt EE, s S 80E 59, s sniihait 00, 5INZ %,
AR SR SRR ST M, 5 Al A SR AT 1121 SR AR 4 sy BB AU Aoy BB 0 1 ik 3241,
B, Hrh LTI SCERER A AR IR | 1 PSO IIPERE, (E, AT AT et 51N TR 8y B2 4R
BARS T, SN T SRR A, RAEAEXT PSO KB IR 734 5 A A

1L PSO KM ANZ— Kennedy BTt “fERLFREFT T, TIZE—Fh3e. AR [ 8 A5
FECLE O R A, XA VERE A B T AT S A 3t AR A 5k 2 7 (00 RSO B A 94 L B T )
O IR 2 8O FOA AL B R R S A, 45 g — B, JFfifb e, X Ahgs— HRiLm
FABOX L et SR AR A RS MVERER I, 1 HATAE R B NS I Z W iEdL 2 20 5 REfifL
N—BrBENLZE 7 7 RE, AT BEAR T 58—y T ) R A A DR HE L, SEON BB, HS R A TR T
HZAT N, WO PSO #t—2b Bu SRAUR 1 8 i

ASCHARE P HLUT: 55 2 WAHMKITAR, ZEW R BbriE PSO M CAT 1ot Sk &
SOBIRE, O 3 e O R 2B SR E R TR, 2R 4 O E R RSt
— BT 7RI, 55 5 TRSIE T, 5 6 TRSLIRAT IS, 5 7 R AL

2 HxXIfE
2.1 #3fE PSO W BEEHFHHIE

N ESL— AN EREMIR K SR v, STk [16] $E 46 R T PSO 7 B Ar#E PSO (Standard PSO,
BT HZTE Proceedings of the 2007 IEEE Swarm Intelligence Symposium _F#¢$2E H SR F, AR SCRHIFR 2
N SPSO-SIS), gt FEAIALE S HA 73 7 3k (1) A (2):

Via =X |Via + & vands - (Pa = Xia) + 5 - vands - (Poa = Xia)| (1)

Xia=Xia+ Vig, (2)

oo, AR 0 A d BT AR P55 Vig A X q S0 MIBORKLT i (E d 4E B R BEAT &
Pyq Roshi i WP SLRIAL B AR d 48 n Ron AR RV T P55 Poa RonA8 & 17 S A
LB d 4E; x —EGER T, BOLPME 0.72984; ¢ 2% %L, BUHE 4.1; rand 52k A5 7304 19V BN
[0,1] FIBENLEL, AR T AR R BENLECH BN, O 75, 485K (1) M1 (2) &I — M EHEH
TR, FEEARIRAY AR 0 K d, br BRI IREL ¢, RIA

X(H)=X(t =1 +x-{V{E-1D)+Z randy [P - Xt 1]+ 2 rando - [Py - X -]} (3)

HI T PSO Fama tha D BRI, BF AT 0800 s@ RAT R AR T RO T (KR w), £
(3) BITIAH P, — X (t — 1) FIRE x - § FONRET (IEH C1), P, — X (t—1) FIREL x - & FOvk:
SPT (KN Cy), T4, X (3) 5N

Xt)=X{t—-1)+w-V(E—-1)+C;-rand; - [P, — X(t—1)]+Cy -randy - [P, — X(t —1)]. (4)
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HTFEIFER B I, “Particle Swarm Central” Y t4E 2006 4=, 2007 51 2011 SE43 B AL T AN ik
AFIRRAE PSO (437 fdi kA SPSO-2006, SPSO-2007 Al SPS0-2011), HTH R AT IR, X
TRV S T Oy E AR A B AR AT A, X LR R AE PSO A R%5, W1 SPSO-SIS L i,
SPSO-2011 EARTEN B HEH AR AAEE T “fmbd” 2O jml @ ESE N T iF S k. Brbh, e 1)
2T PSO TR EE S .

2.2 PSO WHEZEAMNEFTHHIE

HAl A B E TR PSO Bk faik, BRSNS 2%, (HAE B sl et ik 1 1 iz sh A,
BEATHL B H TR, 47 LUR SR SPSO-SIS HH AL E S H 7R (3) 2 (4) KITEA A bz, 1X
S SR T A s B 1 RO ORERA B R R IR AR N, 5 2 FONBUR AL B E R T
A FE.

2.2.1 REMNEBEFHHEERALT

IX — AT S Ay T AR R A I EUARL T SR IE B, 1R AT A N R
TR

— M BT (4) S w, O M Cy FIBUE, Bl RABNSEUE, e
FEHE B AR, 40 SPSO-2006 1 SPSO-2007; $ESHE # A BENEL Y SHUEBE AR (BUE R
PR L) AR A (2215 SR M v A S TR oA ) BOASR A DA I E BA  A IR R A R O A A, T R
TS5 8280, RS0 S E0d AT Bh A A P

TRNMBER I (4) PITZATEC f5, WA SRS s sl (4) R V(e - 1), P,
P,, X(t), X(t—1), rand; 1 randy FJHUE, B140: 12 SCEE A, G T8 AT FH IR [ 18 ) AR
%‘%h 241 JE SRl T At Ry TR SRR, 3R T 2 FREIEE R 2O R0 R A T A A R

REL ST A 3 15 5 BB RN 7 A3 A M b AR 48, (101 mﬁﬁﬁmﬁwﬁﬁﬂlﬂmﬁ% A AR AR 1)
%émﬂ%Eﬁtﬁu1&%«2%&%&%&%@%%% (21 1803 B B PPAN SR (261 S0kt i B B i
FrA A BT Ar B o w281,

2.2.2 HEMNEBEHHFEER

YR Z B K, R 38 SPSO-SIS A7 B 5 37 75 B rh 8 70 0 ) BUAR A2 K 25 B0 fige AN il 2
AT FE SR, T H PSO B 7 5 & ATh, A2 QR AEMIR MY EIZ 3 1 5, X oA s A
BRI RSR A 7S B IR AT I NPT, Hh AT S R U,
5 2.1 N SCHTAE.

91 TR, Rt e OB b A o) AR, 38 | el o B SR R R ) IO G SCHR [29]
FEH T FIPS (fully informed particle swarm) 532, AR 1] AR B8 2 WIS RE 2 ) A B SR T FE R

N
X(t)=X({t—-1)+x- {V(t— 1) + <2Wk o -randk> (P - X (- 1)]} : (5)

k=1

Hrh, P, Zk e Pl N R (BT AR AL, BN SN Wa ok = o, Wi 2

1 Wi -randg

HAhs k AM?E’J*XE?%%I

1) Particle swarm central [2016-03-14]. http://www.particleswarm.info.
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R [30,31] 2 l$EH T CLPSO (comprehensive learning particle swarm optimizer) 1 OLPSO
(orthogonal learning particle swarm optimization) 5y2:, A NFEAR BT I LA B AT E & ) s i L fr &
YEHATH S, ATLUREL S ISR (bR P), AL B EH TN

X(t)=X(t-1)+w-V(t—1)+C-rand- [P — X(t — 1)], (6)

i © ZAH. AE P WHE RS, CLPSO KA I 2R FEHL AL 77 2, OLPSO R )2
IEAZ S5 e vt i 77 20

R [32] $EHH T MLPSO (multi-layer particle swarm optimization) %1%, AR T NiZ A 2% Z K
Ko 0 P s e 21, AL E TR N
-1

X)) =X{t-1)+w-VE-1)+ “pjk - rand;i, - [Py — X (t — 1)], (7)

3
2

>
Il
—

j
FHorb, m NBHIRIYZ B, Ny NTESR § RIRTPIIBREEL, Py NAERRS § RTINS & DB, Hi
Pik = Z}"El N;'
82 TRE, WF e Pa A OB i A o) AR, SR FH MRS B B G B SR T
. s 3k [33] $#2H T BBPSO (bare bones particle swarm optimization) 5%, SR FHMEZ AL 1) 7792,
K& EH TN PP
PR R, ®
Horh, T AUFIRIE . Gauss 73T IBIME )y Bt | 22N | P, — P,| BIBENLEL.
SCHR [13,14] 8 T QPSO (quantum-behaved particle swarm optimization), K& F4)EE A,
K E R TN

X (t) = randn (

Lta-|M-X(t—1) 'ID(D’ k<05,
X(0) = 1 o)
L—a-|M—-X(t—1) -ln(u)7 k> 0.5,
H, L=¢ P+ (1-9¢) P, g ZEAREN L&A ERR THF S, P, 2 & LR E; o
NEEG M = 5 Eévzl P;, N @R Ri AN, P 25§ DRI LA E; ¢, & 1w R
JEXE) A JE RN [0,1] BIBRENLEL.
SPS0-2011 4 T SRR FIEAFAE R AR R “Prtd (200 ja) @, 368 3ok 70 Bk A o dse B ATL A 1 7 s AB e
B TER
X(t)=w V(t)+G+||G - X(t—1)| R, (10)

Hrh, G = X(t—1) + QPXO VRGP XD ) o || R Euclid J4L, R R LABKR I AU

3 WNEEHHAENG—EA

BRI T AR AU T PSO BATH R IEEN 71, (HIX M AR EAR A ok 1€ X
FE. PRI, F—NG0— T s R i L S 0 o 2 S8 75 ke 2 2 1.
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95 1 RERBERWAR T SPSO-SIS A B HF i R T AR A, (EORE 1AL E R R A,
B (4), IFzaUh, We

X(t)=Y aj-X(t—j)+ > b P, (11)
j=1,2 k=i,n
;i‘:i:', ap =14w—C1 -rand; — Cs - rands, ay = —w, b; = C1 - randy, b, = Cs - rands.
9 2 RENEX SPSO-SIS KN B HF 7 RAE T AFEERES. WX (5)~(10) HrATAFH, K2
B FE AL E AN X (t—5) M P, WEMEA S, b X (6 — ) R HR0RFAESS ¢ — j BRI 1)
K&, P, WKLY kWP S &, BT PABCE RT3 (11) BB, B

X(t) =) a;-X(t—j)+ Y by P, (12)
J k
Hrr a; M by, 23502 X (t—5) B Py BFIRE Blan: FIPS HIALE B H 7 #E (5) AT AKUS N
N
X(t)=a1-X(t—1)+ap- X(t—2)+ Y b Py, (13)
k=1

Hob,ap =14 x—x (S8, Wi - or -randy), az = —x, by = —x - Wy, - ¢ - randy.
BBPSO KAz B 771230 (8) Al 5 N

X(t):bz.Pz-‘rann, (14)

Hr p, = % +randn, b, = % — randn, randn KR EAME Gauss 77 I BEALEL

fHaE, 56 2 REEH A DB B EHITEAAAR X(t—5) M P, INZMEH S IEIES X
(12) 1y, 40 SPSO-2011.

X (1) 5 (12) WXHFETEER 5 F kv DURCE DB 2 (4A, 71# 2 5 & 10— MR, Rk
A (12) FE R RZESH FENA BT TG — A 24— TRARR 7R R B 2
LT S EAEERE 7 S i A B AR S, 255 1Ak PSO WAL E S8 7 R Al FE P AU i
AU ZFER) PSO SO ER 2 Fl T A2 i 7 — S B B4, 1 HA R TR 20t 892
1) St RH K SRV A 5T )t 9

4 (NEEFHHEMNEK

BRI (12) &— T KZ % PSO dudt Bk A7 B 58 2, (H 2 S :UH IR IR AR — S B R 3
(1 “BENLERIFAAE" 5 RIS Re” B U 2R BN A1), 0 S R B AR 23 AT AT5 S8 PR Ak,
WA BEX (12) #ATH L.

MEE 1 AT 2 REERA B R TR LA A TR A R B AN 1, R

>ai+ ) b =1 (15)
J k
3 (15) BSOS A W R AL
WSREAE PSO BABUFHINERE, WAUETF FIAIEIBAT AR EA W R 2640 55—, &R 7 APl
S BT ORETRERAR, W=, SR T RS B T S L. AT AN S A ORIEAE TR R A AE S AL AR
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HHRRIIBET) (BIJFRAESD), 5 3 A ORIERL TR AE 1 S e UL BT R A, WiRIX 3 AN AFARE
2, IS SR 2 DR TCVAAE I S e A BAC RS A 3R M AN BESRAF B RS . M LT 3 AR S
20 WP CAE RIS 5§ B AREE, S e

X(t)=X(t—j) = P, = W (16)

830 (16) AL (12) BIATEAMGR|SC (15). BAREN (15) BRI SR BT TEAS 1 R4 2R, (12,
BT a; M1 by SRCTRIALE TR, RIEAT SR 7L R C 2k BSIRETE 5%, BRIkt (15) 5k
FREA AT IR R S8 BT M, W SR (15) F5AN B A2, T2 AR T RESUS AN BIORILE, 10, 5
Wk [34,35] BRI & EHT T REAT T R B M ZERHE /N T 1 iR SRR i AR

HY S b P
_ kY L'k
Q= = (17)
B Q NFRA P, BIIECEY, W (12) AIAER
X(t)=) a;- X(t—j)+ (Zbk> Q.
J k
RAER (15), ERE—DEN
X(t) = a;- X(t—j)+ (1—Zaj> Q=Q+) a;-[X(t-j)-Ql (18)
J J J

BRI, BATAT LA BRI E X (¢): R Tiash®] Q &, SRIa M Q /bizzh 35 a;- [ X (1 -
7)— Q) K, X(t—j) - Q Fwm Q B X(t—j) HIRE.

T ER R RS R, CH R ARV, KT A FERIONRR, A ETHEER
REIBEHLE, R Y a; - (X (¢ - 5) — Q) WLAATRKMIBENLYE, FLF iy iy B, wF LA H A
N, Y as - [ X (= j) — Q) Wi —MIsIIE. Rk, FATRT LMER SR T BB AL B2 L @ Al
(), BY, ardeEsl (18) M5 A

X (t) = Q +rand(0), (19)

Hodr rand(0) FoRBMEN 0 FIBENLEL. Rk, K7 1038 2R A7 90T UXFERER: K7 DU Q A+
O, FEFL L A —E MR BENIE R, % PSO ZFTUAF, M2 AEITEAEARHEK Q X0,
T4 BT WA B 12 4% PSO B Q FITHER 43 A1

mT (17) 2 Q Wi X, ik, Q AT LIRYES PSO HILL B 5 H 5 ki, Bltn: 4 SPSO-SIS
o ATRIES (4) 5t (11) 53
C1 -rand; - P; + Cy - randy - P,

C1 -randq + C5 - rands

Q =
7E FIPS H, aliR#E =X (5) 8kl (13) 7531

— Zg:lX'Wk'SOk 'randk,-Pk.
ZkN:1 X+ Wy - ¢ - tandg,

7£ BBPSO Ht, W[40 (8) Bzt (14) 73%] Q = (3 + randn) - P, + (3 — randn) - P,.

Q
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e e
H T 3CHk [33,36,37] KB Gauss 73 fifE PSO FHARLFF AR, T H Gauss A2k
THE A B 50730, B, TRl (19) Mtk A

X (t) = Q + randn(0), (20)

HA randn(0) Rl 2 Gauss 7047 HIE R 0 BIREHLEL.
M (18) BB SCATUAE H, % Gauss MMIAREES 3 a; - [X (¢ — j) — Q) BUEFIRAIR
. HTAER U Sz 1, HrE A B2 BENLT), BT ES HACY Gauss 3 IFRHEZE RS Q %
Fif B —EHR A E X (6 — 1) ZZRIEE, BIFrHEZERN C - 1Q — X (¢t —1)|, Hh ¢ AZEL. #, X
(20) mJ E— BN
X(t) = Q + randn(0,C - |Q — X(t — 1)), (21)

Hrb ) randn(0,C - |Q — X (t — 1)|) Ronith /& Gauss A MIIIEN 0. FREZERN C - |Q — X (t —1)| HIBE
M. BT PSO Bikd, £ 21) v Q 5 X (¢t — 1) M5, W X (¢) K HZEER Q, X%
XPRLF A RAT AR, BN 15 SPSO-SIS " #H Rk 7 — B 1E T H I e i i B, HEE
FLAbREL 7 SE WO BRI S AR T 1k, BTCL, A T A B AN AR I R, AR SCRAE QT i s A B G S
Q5 X(t—1) HE, WAL N LR — AR BN (21) il X (6 - 1).

AL, 2 (21) B (12): fERE T IS s AT NN B, RURL T DUINALA S @ bty LAIH 2
PRMEZIEEET C - 1Q — X (t — 1) 1 Gauss M BT RENIE R, 8724 C AT A5 g2 i ks 1
A ZRYG ] 02 AL 2 2 JT RE R A — B BENL 2 73 DT RE, (AU S o i N 5

5 WSt an

EF L83 F T 1 SPSO-SIS MMt B~ L ol TR ELAE I BRL T Ak 22 BB AL 5 55 S 1A
REERZHAGIL R 4 i EARIE HBCA L it R4t M H, &
SR SPSO-SIS LA 1R 2 SRR, (EZ L I ) SG2E R AR S AS RT3k G iGN 33 AA) SR e A 557k
ORI, IR, EATRZ B 4 SR st 4.

ARICAM R Z 0 PSO Fikgs thh 1T AE ALz RN AL E SRR i 48— B, i B ek
177 itk I, ASCAMLRERS 1 _Lid ek R gerh o B SE WSSk, o ELRS =5 FE REALIE A2, BT
RGFMY RN — R — 4, s Q AMEMEERENEL. 7 HEJT &, T s a
AR, R BRR N X ().

BORE T IIRIAR AL B Y X (0), HIZK (21) W] DUBAEAS 2R 77255 ¢ AN AR E N

X(t)=Q—(~1)'C"-[Q — X(0)] - [ ] randn(n), (22)

HA randn(n), n = 1,2,3,. .., t, KA B EARE Gauss 208 FIREALEL. B30 (22) FT5I, X (1)
WS 78 o I BE 25 A

t——+oo

lim (~1)'C*-[Q — X(0)] - [ ] randn(n) =0,
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B
tilgrnoo ct. }_Ilrandn n) = 0.
id )
Y =C"- H randn(n),
n=1
W,y MIEEN EY) =0,Y FIHZER
D(Y)=E (Y —E(Y) E(Y?)=E(C* . [] randn(n ) c?t. H E(randn(n)?).  (23)
n=1 n=1
randn(n)? (IR EERECH f(2) = A=a2 e %, WA
E(randn(n)?) = /0 z- f(z)dz /()+Oom~ \/%x_% ceT3dr=1.

B ERAAR (23), B Y 19524 DY) = 0. M, HiffE Chebyshev NEERA: MLE A e > 0,
B3 2 y

Pr(Y|>€) < S
Ik, BAE Y KBRS T 0, BB limy, 400 S =0, B |C] < 1.

LT Y S0 X () ST s B IR, MO, 2 |C) < 1 B BEFALE X () RIS
B Q.

GEA T (21), 1REE 5 BRI A MR |C] < 1 I, BTS20l Q AUk, I B HRIE
LKA, R T LRI SRR — AN KR, SRR 818 M Q Ji BBl [ — AN AN X ST
K, FRAKERISF Q. MAERMZ, BT Chebyshev AR G HRRLRE R, FTLA (O] < 1

HRRTFAIE X (1) AR Q (0705 5k, (ELX TR 5 B (55 P G — S 7 1 1 o7 B 58 307 72
ﬁ%%&ﬁﬁ.

RIS TR H R E IR (21) HEH O KL, B EESE ¢ RIER TR ik
SR, AR H. RIS 5307 73 50 SOk bt SRR AR SE MR AT 1), BRI b, e i Sl A 4
WAt R TR I — AN B R, S0 BIA T IS R SR 4 R RS /1. PSO BN T
{78 ST AR, AT DA R 2 FO A SR, I AA AL NIRRT, TS ST AL
B R GE— R Ak, JEAR I R R 5% 1 50 W £ D 2 6 Bl Sl 4 0 S g
ST Bk A BAIR KT, 1l SO [38] 42 T —FIBENL PSO B3k, HoA T HHE 4 RIS, R
FI T EHHIAALEE R S s T 1 S Ws, LT Solis T Wets Sof BEALIE Ak 5 L4 1 10 4 i e 9 4%
{4 39 JEAT T FRE]; ZHABENL PSO BSR4 — KAk AL B 5 7 2, i T O 1 B e
TR 7 50 5 DAL T ) S0 TR 2 S R0, T LA 2 SR A IR 4 e 542 S92 A2 STk [39] T A4 i
SRAEAE, Bt I 4 SR I8k

6 SRt

ARV T AN, SEI0— BRI Mg — S Ak A B 58 8 5 R 5 i Sk (Ao B 5 5 R
IARARL I SR B IE A S 48— RN TR AL I FE A & R M, 256 — B el bR 40— AR B 58 3 7 FE
FVE 5 IR A PE RE R DR IGAE A Sy v 1 SEF 4.
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6.1 SKI—: MAZE—REHUITIENSEL

6.1.1 SEIEIT

FEORFF R AR S 2RISR T, S8 — R MRiAL A B R 5 A 5 SR R Ay B SR 5 R Y
AR RT DA S RL 1 PR ZRAT DO IR AR B SR AR I T, (HZ, L7 o B2 2 I Bl S 1k 2 AR X
AL ZRAT S HOARCLE R B A RO DRI, A SORE R A iR 7 5K, B, S8R B R AT N
A s DL R S OO R, DA 3 L WA S R A AR AL SR Dk ] i 57 6 B 5 A A
AL, o, Ry RIS SR ) T SRR A 25 SCHIR [40] TR TT i, RIEBEAARE ¢ + 1 I, AN

Conv(t Z X (t (=), (24)

Horb, N ORI H XG(t) A XG(t— 1) AR @ AR ¢ A1 ¢ — 1 IFRIALE, | e || F2R Euclid

N T AT A SO B A AR BEAT IR, ACSEIGUEFE 1N T 10 A2 A8 F ) B H A
[F53%: (1) Standard PSO from IEEE Swarm Intelligence Symposium (SPSO-SIS) 19, (2) Standard
PSO 2007 in Particle Swarm Central (SPSO-2007), (3) Cooperative PSO (CPSO) 28], (4) PSO with
general fitness evaluation strategy (PSO-GFES) [ (5) Fully informed particle swarm (FIPS) [29, (6)
Comprehensive learning PSO (CLPSO) %, (7) Orthogonal learning PSO (OLPSO) BU, (8) Multi-layer
particle swarm optimization (MLPSO) 1321, (9) Bare bones PSO (BBPSO) 3! (10) Quantum-behaved
particle swarm optimization (QPSO) 1314, HAN B A REME, mMHES T aﬁﬁ’]ﬂﬁlﬁﬁ/ﬁﬁﬁé%ﬁﬁ
XK BIE () A (2) JB TIRFFALE R TR AARKIE 1 7K, Fik 3) A (4) BT IRFFALEE
BT AL 2 73, 5k (5)~8) BT B BB T I EREE 1 12K, 5k (9) M
(10) & T3 h B TR R S 2 73K

N TR A B, B SRS H0sC B 2 R BRI 308K, B 1 25— D B s g
Ab: FIPS HIRL T HUHHE SClik [16] BN 50; MLSPO F1 QPSO I35 B R ) e BN A KL 1/2 25 A a]
171 SPSO-SIS, PSO-GFES, FIPS, CLPSO, OLPSO, MLPSO, BBPSO Hl QPSO fo¥-ki Tk 7, {H1%
YEREATRR T W, 27BN S 52 BT 2 4, BB AE AT 1k DR R B ) 2 RE T — R TE A T
BEAREL, OLPSO M QPSO i SR A 4% AL ARKS i3 ok ) S HUE BSON % & L RE PN B J; CPSO
IRHUSCHR [28] PRI CPSO-H; PSO-GFES #EHUCHR [26] H R B UF 1) PSO-P5 Byk; FIPS ik
BTk [29] W3Rk i R U-Ring #i4hH FIPS; OLPSO JEHUCCHR [31] H R0 & 4 ¥R
Ring #14M OPLSO-L; MLPSO IEHUCCHR [32] R IMALF KA U-Ring #H$M¥ MLPSO-6L; BBPSO
MR [33] R Bl AT H) R A AZ R ABEL AT & B 5% QPSO MR STHR [14] SR A2tk ik i
AiAK A EL SR Matlab XURS I i80S 5, THEEIRAE /DT 1E-16, $3% <07 AP MR SR [16],
SRVEAS L 25 AR VB D3dE B BE TEA 300000 IR, e SBR 45 SR I SLIE AT 30 X H-FHAMA.

ERFES AR NER (21) B—NEEER AT IER R, A ER BRI S /S R
FETZE “US-” (BP Unified and Simplified FI455) LR R EREVEAER A (21) BRI, @1 Us-
SPSO-SIS FnK AN (21) 19 SPSO-SIS. AT A MERX (21) H&% © sgm, HEERSH o 1)
FFExal (21) MG RTER M, ARSZIGHT S5 © M 4 FREUERT 7L 0.0, 0.5, 1.0 F1 1.5. AT
DA A, A X R S ) Ho A S 05 B 4 [R) 0 R SR I

SEIG R 10 ANH T RS0 LU AL R v o £ 116,300 Sy 2 AN R B, 4 S 2 I R A 4
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Table 1 Benchmark functions in the experiments

Function x* f(x*) Feasible bound Initialization range
Sphere (unimodal):
fi(z) =38 22 oP 0 [~100, 100]” [50, 100]°
Rosenbrock’s (unimodal):
fa(x) = S 27100(22 — 2i41)? + (25 — 1)?)] 1P 0 [-30, 30]” [15, 30]P

Ackley’s (multimodal):

fa(w) = —20exp(-0.2y/ § T2, X2)

—exp(5 321, cos (2mz;)) +20 + e oP 0 [-32, 32]P [16, 32]7
Griewanks’s (multimodal):

2 )
fa(@) = 22 gek5 — 12, cos (74) +1 oP 0 [-600, 600]° [300, 600]”

Rastrigin’s (multimodal):
f5(z) = 2 [#2 — 10 cos (27tz;) + 10] oP 0 [-5.12, 5.12]P [2.56,5.12] P
Schwefel’s (multimodal):
fo(x) = 418.9829D — "2 | 2, sin (|l ) oP 0 [-500, 500]° [—500, —250]P
f7, fs, fo and fio:
f7, fs and fg are f3, f1 and f5 under coordinate rotation using Salomon’s algorithm [37] respectively;

fi10 is fe rotated by the methods in Ref. [30].

10° 105
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1050 T 8 —
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~

. . . . . 105 ' .
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10710

1 SPSO-SIS 5 US-SPSO-SIS #isrlssidie 2 SPS0-2007 5 US-SPS0-2007 il st iz
Figure 1 Convergence in SPSO-SIS and US-SPSO-SIS Figure 2 Convergence in SPSO-2007 and US-SPSO-2007

ANBEAT ARAR RS S5 IR B, BB RR S TR IR 2R B B o BIRIRA f(a7) RIEHE LK
RO B AR TS B LR 1, Hodb i) D SRR Bk s B 44, 785250 EUE 30.

6.1.2 SEINZERKNITIE

SR 110 s, Bor, H T 7 G, % Bk AR TR U e FEE BT A e b 8
IS R T B R A TE T K ELE: MConv = {[T7_,[5 X%, Convy (0]}, 3oF,
Conv ., (t) T tiat (24) THEASIIOLES » YSEIIRE [ A SUER BN IO ¢ AL AR R T
BESUZIRCORE, R WA M (B 30), F it B M (B 10). TS 46 900 45 BT s
BTN RS, IE e 2.
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Figure 3 Convergence in CPSO and US-CPSO

5 . .
10 —O— FIPS
------- US-FIPS(C=0.0)

1000

105+ \\ _____________ —
— - — - US-FIPS(C=0.5) o
—— —— US-FIPS(C=1.0)
— US-FIPS(C=1.5) ) )
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000
Evolutionary generation

Convergence measure value

10—1()

5 FIPS 5 US-FIPS 312
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Figure 4 Convergence in PSO-GFES and US-PSO-GFES

o 10°

2

«

>

L R

2100

(5} ~ ~

= ~. = —
(5] -~ N =
2 10,5_—9—CLPSO —~-

P R US-CLPSO (C=0.0) —~-—T_
5 — - — - US-CLPSO (C=0.5)

Z — — US-CLPSO (C=1.0)

15) US-CLPSO (C=1.5)

S o : :

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
Evolutionary generation

6 CLPSO 5 US-CLPSO #ifisfidiz
Figure 6 Convergence in CLPSO and US-CLPSO
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Figure 8 Convergence in MLPSO and US-MLPSO

(1) RS K AL & 8T R SR, 2 C 9 0.0, 0.5 A1 1.0 I, BT SR AR5 #E 5L
AERE AT S, FSGR L REE O (BRI INTMIRN. X Ry IEWEE 5 W45+, [C] <1 2K
TALERBERYCS 7870 264 C B RIRMERIE R (21) T Gauss 7041 FOFRAEZE, FAEBOR, KT

i BT e Q BEREK.

(2) A 1 SFHEEESOE FEEE A A [F): BBPSO 5 US-BBPSO (C = 0.0). XAZ&RFHNY C = 0.0 I,
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Figure 9 Convergence in BBPSO and US-BBPSO Figure 10 Convergence in QPSO and US-QPSO

US-BBPSO 5 BBPSO EA MR AL E FEH 5 fE, BB EIE 2554 —FEn, B 9 Fr sl B2 4 i
72 5 e PR A B 5 7 R v R B AL SEE % 2 S A b B AT AN [F] 4R

(3) H 5 WEIEHIWSGEIFEARLL: SPSO-SIS 5 US-SPSO-SIS (C=1.0), SPSO-2007 5 US-SPSO-
2007 (C = 1.0), PSO-GFES 5 US-PSO-GFES (C = 1.0), CLPSO 5 US-CLPSO (C = 1.0), MLPSO 5
US-MLPSO (C = 1.0). XJ&F N, TEIRELFLrR, 50— KR 4h (107 B 5081 7 R 2 i A B 5 9 7 R 4
PRIMAS, =R BA R A B 58T A.

(4) H 4 MEZENSOE AR E SR, BRI THAR C % — & EA S 5 TE
5L Al CPSO 41T US-CPSO 1) C = 1.0 b5 C = 1.5 i 2 [d]; FIPS 4T US-FIPS ] C = 1.0
5 C = 1.5 Bf 2 [A]; OLPSO 41T US-OLPSO ) C = 0.0 Bf 5 C = 1.5 i 2 [d]; QPSO 41T US-QPSO
1) C=0.0 815 C=1.0 B 2. X2EA, A E A E T H 72N 1% B A A AL E 7, A
SCTEY KA Gauss 7340, 1X B —IREER 20 A0 AN ] B IERA VTG B A R 800, T HLARSCRi4E T 1% Gauss
SARRIRRHEZE, X RINR T A SCEME R A2 M2 5. H2&, RMEm, BT EEEmsiod
BATWAR C ERSG— KB A E 57 R R Ek 2 8], BrAel BUEE W ¢ BE— e E b
WD & EEWSOS AR R 2 R, BN 11 BoR T CPSO 5 US-CPSO (C = 1.4). FIPS 5 US-FIPS
(C =1.15), OLPSO 5 US-OLPSO (C' & 1.2 Bl S FE P IRE AL IR E 0). QPSO 5 US-QPSO
(C N 0.8 Bl i B B2 VP B2 1t gk 28 0) AHALA, JXAhfSe S5 v 45 1k T2 R FH 48— AR A i Ao B
BTFE (21) Bk s b,

2k b, ARSCTPER Ll R O 8T 7 s dRL B U SIOE AR, 2 5 IR SLEARL TR
I, A S5 R F AL BR335SR B0 E R AN BoAT 58 M R UGBTI AR, B2, 7 ZE R 3,
KL B RA BB, 564 BRRIXF 2 e R AR AR, 2 5 UK. BRI, ARSCIGIeHIE |
AR SONHA E SEHT RRE B — A R A R A B A, R B T AR TR L S S A

6.2 SCIE—. MEEMR

6.2.1 SCIigit

ARSEERAE IS (21) HSE C WENBOVERERAE, X RS — Ko B 7 R Hk S 5
SRAEVERE EHEAT EEEL. ASEIR TSR H S8 — b I BE AR HE R B, FF S Sl —E R, A T bk
TRAE ST B A B2 S S AR TR 2R, 785 R A BRI S LR T IR, © HwRE
B IE B FE P IREUN Ot BAEIBILE] Crpin, FoH, Criin B WEN 0, Ovaxe WENLT—F] 1~
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10 AU S s T IR B ) © 1, BAAN: US-BBPSO ) Chiax 73 B E N 0.5, US-QPSO ) Chviax
WEN 1.0, HEAFIER Cyvax WEHN 1.5.

6.2.2 SEIWZERKNITIE

2 W TS EIEAE S R MR R B e 45 R SIORS FE, 9K STk [16] 1R Bonferroni J7
i U g B SRR AE A DA BB B 2 SR AT T R AR, R AR E N 0.05, B M
IR RFINTE “Significance” 791, Hr «“17 Fl «—17 735378 R A SO VL1 45 R B E A T 22
FIREVERNSE R, <00 FTom B2 MAFEREEZER.

Gk 2 PEXEIER R E LS R, rTLASE): US-SPSO-SIS 7t 4 MR H b BT
SPSO-SIS; US-SPS0-2007 £ 5 ANER% . FEHAL T SPSO-2007, 7£ 1 ANR% B2, US-CPSO
1E 1 AERHEEZER T CPSO, £ 1 ANR% B E %, US-PSO-GFES £ 1 AN B &M T
PSO-GFES; US-FIPS 7£ 4 A% BT FIPS, 7F 2 MR % LB E %, US-CLPSO £ 2 4~
PR B E R T CLPSO, 75 1 Mg b B3 7%, US-OLPSO 7& 2 MR LT OLPSO;
US-MLPSO 7£ 3 AN LB ZE T MLPSO, 7F 2 MR E R EH 2, US-BBPSO £ 1 MR % LT
F LT BBPSO; US-QPSO 5 QPSO fEf A R WA W2 R, DI, E8AK b AR
JREVEEERE DA TR R, RN — &, IEWSREs— FraRil i ANEE, 48— K itk 04 B 58 5 FE mT LA
T A 5 R A7 B FEA R AR AT R, XA SO VA M e R ISR 7R, SO E N
SRR, ASCTEMIL B S TR R — A48 O, BIRFIEE NE GG FRIEZRATN: ¢ |
BERL B A R K BN, AT AR IR ZRAT i Y B I ReAT 3K B AT 3 G i S0 ) 5 24,
SORTHE SR B

7T RBE

ASCEPLAAN 7 AECH R ZH PSO Budt AR A B B T R Z IR SE R, 45t 74— 8
3, FERIBEAT TR, KL T R RAT e R DO @ vty BT R ARHEZE IEEL T
C-|Q — X(t —1)| ) Gauss 7 ATREATRENIAL R, XFhGE— K AL i AL E S8 FEE s W 240 ¢ o)
LT M P b7 L R, I, SE 2 BRENL 2 20 D5 RE ROy — B REL 2 70 T3 R, A A e stk 23
WA 5. eI R ARYE M SRNE BT, 85 RAMUIGAE 1 A B B 5 R 48— Mg it
FERIEBNE, RN AR IL T A SO RE A 584 7).
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Table 2 Mean fitness for all problems after 30 trails

Algorithm fi f2 fa fa fs fe fr fs fo f10

SPSO-SIS 0.00E+00 9.21E+00 6.99E—15 4.93E—04 5.21E+01 3.68E+03 1.72E—01 4.93E—04 5.85E+401 5.61E403
SU-SPSO-SIS 0.00E+4-00 2.49E+01 6.28E—14 5.75E—04 1.27E+01 1.27E+403 4.48E—-02 2.47TE—04 4.09E+401 3.94E+03
Significance 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1

SPSO-2007 0.00E+00 2.60E+400 9.65E—01 1.64E—02 4.61E+401 4.50E4-03 1.31E+00 1.77E—02 5.04E+401 6.18E+03
SU-SPSO-2007 0.00E4-00 7.93E+01 1.87E+401 5.00E—03 1.10E+01 2.44E+403 5.21E—15 4.51E—03 3.37E+401 3.41E403
Significance 0 0 -1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1

CPSO 0.00E+4-00 1.84E+01 4.61E—14 1.67E—02 0.00E400 3.51E+03 1.96E+401 4.42E—02 2.41E+02 7.82E+03
SU-CPSO 0.00E+00 1.42E+01 2.94E—13 3.58E—02 1.32E+01 3.11E+403 1.97E+4-01 5.40E—02 2.41E402 7.08E4-03
Significance 0 0 0 0 -1 1 0 0 0 0

PSO-GFES 0.00E+400 3.38E+01 7.34E—15 0.00E+00 6.63E—02 1.59E+03 7.58E—15 0.00E+400 2.99E+4-01 3.85E+03
SU-PSO-GFES 0.00E+400 5.00E+401 1.09E—14 1.70E—07 6.89E—08 1.70E+02 1.32E400 7.40E—04 3.33E+401 3.31E+403
Significance 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

FIPS 3.52E—15 2.42E+01 1.11E—08 3.50E—05 5.85E+01 1.40E+03 1.42E—08 2.04E—06 1.18E+02 4.08E4-03
SU-FIPS 0.00E+4-00 2.58E+01 1.69E—13 1.32E—05 4.32E+01 5.61E+403 1.89E—13 1.23E—04 7.66E+01 3.94E+03
Significance 0 -1 1 0 1 -1 1 0 1 0

CLPSO 0.00E+00 7.79E+00 7.70E—15 0.00E+00 0.00E+400 5.49E+402 1.79E—11 4.37E—08 2.92E+01 3.46E+03
SU-CLPSO  0.00E+400 2.30E+401 8.64E—15 0.00E+4-00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 9.47E—15 2.16E—09 2.89E+01 2.34E+03
Significance 0 -1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1

OLPSO 0.00E+-00 7.78E+00 4.72E—11 0.00E+00 1.22E—06 1.63E+03 7.66E—10 1.16E—06 3.45E+01 5.04E+03
SU-OLPSO  0.00E+00 3.76E+00 5.16E—14 0.00E+00 6.63E—02 5.13E4+01 1.20E—13 2.24E—-08 3.47E+401 3.61E+03
Significance 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1

MLPSO 0.00E400 1.64E—04 3.55E—15 0.00E400 1.47E+01 3.62E+403 3.55E—15 4.93E—04 1.53E+401 5.06E+403
SU-MLPSO 0.00E+00 2.39E+401 7.82E—15 2.47E—04 1.04E+401 7.45E+03 8.05E—15 7.39E—04 8.76E+00 3.84E+03
Significance 0 -1 0 0 1 -1 0 0 1 1

BBPSO 0.00E+00 3.05E+01 7.11E—15 0.00E+00 1.08E+401 1.12E4-03 6.99E—15 1.98E—10 7.63E+01 4.13E+03
SU-BBPSO 0.00E400 2.99E+01 6.99E—15 0.00E+00 1.12E+01 6.44E+02 7.11E—15 1.32E—09 7.53E+401 3.88E+03
Significance 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

QPSO 0.00E+400 2.76E+01 7.22E—15 2.24E—02 1.83E+01 2.04E+403 7.11E—15 9.60E—03 2.55E+4-01 3.63E4-03
SU-QPSO  0.00E+400 2.89E+4-01 8.41E—15 1.09E—02 1.92E+01 3.84E+03 7.58E—15 8.36E—03 2.70E+01 3.16E+403
Significance 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

EHATIrEN, PSO AL B H ARS8 — K AL O ST M AR B IT, BARASCIR I 77— 488
e, (EZ TS SR AT, DRI AT AR 2 J5 e AW 7T, 4o

(1) Gt M fai s B 588 5 R FF AN G2 MR BR 1 55005 i FLA S O A P, JE3L 5 — 23 i B e T A
ST A RS (A SCHk [42) 4 H R SO SR I 2SR BEAT A ST, S BERAS A AL
PERE.

(2) AR (21) BB, W LA Z9M A W BEAL sRng 48] 5522 ik dk ) ) <R, IRt — A A
W RESAE PSO 5 HARZE THERL 2 (A F5kE — e Bt
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Abstract Particle swarm optimization (PSO) has been a popular research area in artificial intelligence tech-
nology, where the two issues of theoretical analysis and premature convergence have been the focus of attention.
However, due to the complex dynamics of a particle swarm, the former was conducted only for simplified systems.
The latter has only been addressed by introducing some additional operations, which inevitably increases the
complexity of PSO and complicates the theoretical analysis. This paper proposes a unified and simplified rule
for position updating in the existing algorithms as an attempt to solve the above-mentioned problems. This rule
simplifies the multiple-order stochastic difference equation to a first-order stochastic difference equation, and facil-
itates the analysis of the convergence and control of the search behavior of particles. Experiments were conducted
on some representative algorithms, and the results verified the correctness of the unification and simplification of
position updating formulas, which also performed more competitively.

Keywords particle swarm optimization (PSO), swarm intelligence, artificial intelligence, evolutionary compu-
tation, convergence
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