201945 7 H
F40E H4H

Journal of Zhengzhou University ( Engineering Science)

K K 2R (T % W) Jul. 2019

Vol. 40 No. 4

TEHD1671-6833(2019) 04-0008—07

ETZZIZHMSBEALNNSHEZFEE

HOF,F M, ReH, B
PR3 B U 5 B2 B I 6 450007)

i E:4H4NEARADELRREFAE(DEED) M, RET AT 2537 Rkg % BAFBFMLA
(MLMPIO) ik £ 2 5% T Kb F ,FBHAKRT UGB EHE T EANALHRRAEEAXAEANKRGH L
RRAL B HATE I, MRFFBFG SRR RN, BN TRMLIINT PR T FIK
AR B — PR B SR AR L ENBEARE, RNE S 0 E S TN A 4 E R A
% 37 Pareto 5z 4k AR 45 . 4 Bh4E PP 42 sk 69 48, 3% MLMPIO & A F 10 AL ¥ 7/ % %69 DEED 5 %4 £ fi%.

A5 Bk RAER T MLMPIO J ik A% e 2t K J5) 38 649 ¥T 47 b A= A 20 H
KGR RBEEFRE; S B AR BBEKEA; $FT; IMETF

FESHES: TM734 XERFR AR A

0 35

PAER NGB F B RE BT AT AL
i FI5 G HE ) R, I [R] B e o AN [+] 9] B ) 30 22
(8] () AH B 52 00, 3h 25 B8 4 3% 98 B (dynamic eco-
nomic emission dispatch, DEED ) 5 2] T A £ Wf 5%
H T BE . DEED J BT 5 I BE R 39 P 7
O e H AR X PR A AH L 5 08 H bR TR 2
A H5 WILZH V-1 24 R NQ 3 3 A48 24 A5 2 A A5 R
ANEXARBTTRT , 8 o 5 5 Bs Be 45 > L
(9 8 7 RN, S X AN B AR 1Y 8] I fe /e 2
X DEED & —Fi s S2 ] BE A5 4 S B i 109 9 2
KRR (B X 45 DEED [ 25058 i xfE LASK i
LA I8 IR R W FT#2 T, DEED [a] 8 A%
— AN YR SRS AR MRS Z H
¥4l Ak 18] F81 ( multi-objective optimization problem ,
MOP).

BB, M3 B PR ARk i AN TR] % T 2 B A
DEED [a] 8 i) 3K fif , RECAT 70 S P 26« 3 T 50 H
AT SR 7 2 AT 2 H R A0 A B3k 1 5K
fiff 7k T H AR O AR B 1 1 SR A R 2R 2%
Rk HU R R B0k T 4945 £ H bR DEED [

o B :2018-11- 16 4&1T B #3:2019-05-06

doi:10. 13705/j.issn.1671-6833. 2019.04. 023

Al Sy B I AT, LA ARG R A 0 . {EL 3% 7
T E B YE AT R e 5 2 43t 22 i AR B e
. T £ bR AL 5 B 105K ol DEED [a] 1524
fE—ANELIE /9 MOP , B it % 2050 Xt 1 4 H A
PEATIRI AL, B AT C 2 SOk R 38 0 1% 24 B
f345 NSGA-T1 ' Wk iy NSGA-T ™ stk iy |
W2 H AR 22 4y # 4 (MAMODE) ' gk HF (1) Jt
T4 AL IR A AL 2 % B i (HCRO) ™ g
0 40 Tk L R R A s &
RTIT , Bt X6 52 24 19 DEED [l 851 , 353 ) 50015 £ £ £
G TR — A Bk G B B 4 & DEED 453
AN 1 B 5 R A

% # L 1k ( pigeon-inspired
PI0) " Bk Duan %5 42 Y f4 — i 7 0 05 2 B
AR B DA B 37 Sk A 0L A 0T L 2o R Y R
SUAT M, Bt Hb I A4S R A O T LA AR
FHRA O BeSE SRS REAS A Y AT, HAT,PIO €
Y T T6 AHIL S % 2 AP [ ok A L
W R R LS R S
BRI 5 B B SR . SR T, b T MOP B SR fi# , PTO
AR K. 2015 4F, Qiu %1 HH T T in B
FCHERE AL A 9T 5 T 60 2 H bR 89 BE 00 4k 50 0k

optimization

EEWHE:HEXARPAREERIIH (61673404 ,61873292) 5 I [ 4 = 45 2 K H Ll RHIT I H (19A120014) 53] 3y 4
e AR AN A I A (16HASTITO33 ) 5 v [ 25 41 Tl 1Bk & 2 B} £ 48 = PR U F 314 (2018104 ) 5 1] B 48 B4 1
KIUH (182102210128) ;¥ B 44 i S5 “E AL AR T HUW I 77 11T H (2018GGIS104)

BEIEE IR (1984—) 55 IRk A, P st 02 B 0, 1, R BN SR b A 3T 5 L 2 >3 45 05 Tl i) F 5

E-mail ; quboyang@zut.edu.cn.



55 4 3

F2 S BT 2 2 AR BRI AL B S S PR 4 T M 9

(" multi-objective
MPIO). {HJE, MPIO 1% fi# e 0 52 22 ) MOP i,
7 o LR B, B A Jas A e G DX 3 T G 1 3
4 Jr e L fige 4

EHPRM T T 2 ) K 1 2 H bR Y
B 4k & ¥ ( multiple learning multi-objective
pigeon-inspired optimization, MLMPIO ) %} DEED [a]
REHEAT SR A T8 227 ] Jmg b, RS R K ) 24
A Ja e O B AT 2 T, ik B RE A A 2 % o g
71, T HE 53 AR A 2 R IR R BB 1) s 277 2 SRk ik
FEAAMXT T s e Az B B9 IN R 27 2T, LUK 5 Fh
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Fig.1 Process of Pareto sorting
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4.1 REWMARESHIRE

EFERM 10 HLA ) RS UE MLMPIO %
A RO T BE TR 24 h, LU T h SRR 3 R
24 AR EEI BL. HLEL 2 8, o3 i B A A L K 9 45
ZHRCUSCHER [3 1. B A7 0 B S8 56 44 5k - Matlab
R2014b g5 #2523, MK R B i7-6 700 K 4b PR
#%(4.00 GHz), 16 GB N £, Windows 64 i
Windows 7 #2VE R 4¢.

MLMPIO S3E M S8 Bk 1 s, @ %
Vi WA, T AR A A U A T S 1 2 A B
Ny AE S, BT LA MLMPIO 1 B R K /)N il
AR AR E Sl 298 1100, Ho Al 2 A 3w AR
PRSEMEREIEAT I R, R 1 P IS 2 0k 2 K
51 B R AL E R I Ah, MPTO 3% BT ik 24
5 MLMPIO —%{.

x1 AXHESH
Tab.1 Optimal parameters for MLMPIO

Ny R tr Pn r Np g&m
2 0.05 3 0.4 0.3 298 100
4.2 HERSW

& 2 & MLMPIO 5 MPIO f3k45: 1% Pareto Bij
WXt Fe B, N 2 thn] LA L, MPIO B SR 25 /Y A
BFEHIVR o> A % 4 H R B A0 A8 1 X8, X 2 B
MPIO 3k 78 R fif B 1T 8 4 A e 38 fee A8 IX 38k i
MLMPIO Jir K45 0 iF1 B FE AT 0T 20 A0 S iz
a5y, HAS B b 0 AR o A A 54, AT oy phe 5 4
PEE PG 0 R BE 7 B2 Ak, B2 B 25 SRR H Al
IE T MLMPIO 5.3 rf 2 2% 3] 3G W K /N 3R A8 5
P sh A aso.

# 25 T MLMPIO 5 MPIO fr3R45 i fe
Hbs A e 4 o i, 2% 2 bl LLE H,
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EE 5541
& \
T 2.53 \

)5
251
2,50} \

2.49 .
248

N~

295 3.00 3.05 310 3.15 320 3.25 330 335
75 B HEIBUIb <107

E 2 MLMPIO 5 MPIO B3k 5 KA R IT 815
Fig.2 The Pareto optimal fronts obtained by MLMPIO
and MPIO

MLMPIO FrRA5 M) 2355 H br S 0 (E AR EE H b B

i, HCRO (2.984 56 x 10° 1b) #1 [t MLMPIO
(2.942 17x10° 1b) B 1.42%. L4 FAHiRm
AR R B0 1T 2, MLMPIO ()14 B8 % £t F HCRO.
TE & L ¥ b i g7 |, MLMPIO 22 {f T RCGA/
NSGA- I #il CRO; IBFA (175 Y« HE B H br (H 2 /)N,
fHH KR 2% B (2.517 117 x 10° $ ) B/ F
MLMPIO(2.516 345x10° $ ) ; MAMODE 75 5] (1Y %
B2 T B A5 f o/, B =TS Qe HE ik B AR E T
MLMPIO & 2.375x10° 1b. 4£ I, S5 H b 5 fpia vk
AHH, MLMPTO Jg & 7 B i i 38 J2 31 v fig 5 T 1
2P B R LA v R
£3 FRAEXRMHERIIE

Tab.3 Results comparison of different methods

RAE G T MPIO. 7 £ 4837 o % )57 1fG , MPIO 7y Jrk Hiz Wi*ﬂrz‘%ﬁﬁ/ ?%;’%?Fﬁﬁz/
JRRE 28 HOBR (2,509 541 x 10° $ ) {¥ 1L (10°8)  (10°1b)
MLMPIO (2. 516 345x10° § ) {I% 0. 27% , 1fij 7¢ 15 Y& 2B Al 2.481 502  3.187 46
HEJC 7 T, MPT1O (3. 280 98x10° 1b) 4 [t MLMPIO MLMPIO WLl 2.578 485 2.94217
(3.003 67x10° 1b) B £ 8.45%. % |- 0], %% RefLyrbfig 2.516345  3.003 67
Bt 9 MLMPIO %4 4] 1b T 36 4 MP1O Jfe i, % FEUILL 2481733 3275 02
P GRA 2R B R SR e PR PR 013 2 088y
S T T AT P 2.517 117 2.990 37
%2 MLMPIO 5 MPIO 38 & 2 51 bt RCGA/ LR 2.516 800 3. 174 00

Tab.2 Comparison of experiment results between NSGA-[ ¥ M5t d oR 2. 656 300 3.041 20
MLMPIO and MPIO B AT 2.522600  3.099 40

G R 2. 492 451 3.151 19

Sk H 7 Wi*ﬂrzﬁﬁﬁ/ ‘Fa“ﬁkflﬁﬁﬁz/ MAMODE™ ¥ i ik 2.581 621  2.95244
(10°%) (10" 1b) Tl 47 o fige 2.514 113 3.027 42

2P Al 2. 481 502 3.187 46 Gk 2.481 613 3.212 14

MLMPIO IR ft  2.578 485 2.942 17 CRO" B 5 B 1R 2.519305  2.986 64
RS R 2516 345 3.003 67 FfLyrie  2.517 821 3.019 42

. 5. 499 765 3 343 84 G RAR 2.479 931 3.213 47

HCRO™ I AL 2.520 067 2.984 56

MPIO IR LN 2.513 881 3.271 41 Bl i 5 S17 076 5 990 66

AT g 2.509 541 3.280 98

7 3 MLMPIO f9 # B 25 1 5 3 4F ok SCHk
rPR FH A R AL A AR (g Al 5 5303 1) 45 SR E AT
XF LA AT 3 R S5 R T R 4T B bR A B
HAr 0y e O i (W% o f# ) J5 T, AH G T IBFA
RCGA/NSGA-T .MAMODE L) % CRO 4 Fh & 3k,
MLMPIO ff) 25 5 (2. 481 502x10° $ F1 2. 942 17 x
10° 1b) B2 fe i 199 ; 55 HCRO Sk M b, H 40 %
H b B A8 {5 (2. 479 931 x10° $ ) 2 Ft MLMPIO
(2.481 502x10° $ ) fik 0. 06% , {H 7£ 3 55 H #x )7

#4450 7 MLMPIO FrR 15 1) fe L4 vh i,
W 1AL AR 4R JEE I B it g R TR
R N N Tl g = g S S R A R R I NG A
AR AR HULEL AR A% TR B B e AT
%I BE AR 48 B9 M A5 5 B0 2 A, X R W MLMPIO
SRAT B fe e v fige 196 2 X (3) s 1) By 31 Ml 24
A, [F I, 25 ML B2 1 R/ ol R ALZE g 24
HONE 3 29 . X Bk — P Kk T % BT R
MLMPIO 535 7E 3K fig DEED [R) B i ] 47 4 A AT
k.
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Tab.4 Best compromise solution obtained by MLMPIO
e FHFBEHLALH S /MW RN VAN L 17 VARi¥ (174
BT ML4l2 B3 B4 LS Hl4le  HL4lT  HLA8 #4419 Hlgilo MW MW MW
1 150.042 135.042 106.515 85.733 105.101 127.609 113.631 97.120 79.938 54.990 1055.72 19.7209 1036
2 150.063 135.218 104.983 104.864 131.985 135.168 119.052 116.162 79.978 54.9838 1 132.46 22.4608 1110
3 152.665 146.897 144.293 135.802 174.834 147.200 129.980 119.987 79.990 54.990 1 286.64 28.6374 1258
4 169.392 163.284 173.293 174.653 216.326 159.954 129.994 119.994 79.993 54.993 1441.87 35.8748 1406
5 173.569 171.002 195.367 211.606 223.404 159.968 129.969 119.968 79.971 54.972 1519.80 39.796 4 1 480
6 203.053 196.305 243.933 245.719 242.746 159.999 129.998 119.998 79.998 54.998 1676.75 48.7458 1628
7 216.117 216.883 273.899 260.876 242.905 159.999 129.999 119.999  79.998 54.998 1755.67 53.6749 1702
8 229.992 252.311 283.398 281.331 242.998 159.999 129.999 119.999 79.999 54.999 1835.02 59.024 6 1776
9 280.148 304.039 322.638 299.923 243.000 160.000 130.000 120.000 80.000 55.000 1994.75 70.7479 1924
10 328.327 345.195 340.000 300.000 243.000 160.000 130.000 120.000 80.000 55.000 2 101.52 79.5224 2022
11 381.739 384.103 340.000 300.000 243.000 160.000 130.000 120.000 80.000 55.000 2 193.84 87.8419 2 106
12 396.135 418.262 340.000 300.000 243.000 160.000 130.000 120.000 80.000 55.000 2242.40 92.3974 2150
13 351.732 376.646 340.000 300.000 243.000 160.000 130.000 120.000 80.000 55.000 2 156.38 84.3785 2072
14 298.067 307.087 303.724 298.223 242.988 159.989 129.989 119.989 79.988 54.988 1995.03 71.0299 1924
15 240.890 245.993 281.767 278.504 242.986 159.990 129.990 119.990 79.990 54.990 1 835.09 59.088 6 1776
16 187.892 176.929 236.594 232.914 218.838 159.983 129.985 119.985 79.986 54.982 1598.09 44.088 8 1 554
17 176.650 163.264 192.224 214.592 228.065 159.996 129.996 119.996 79.996 54.996 1519.78 39.7751 1480
18 196.951 203.795 253.417 241.509 236.086 159.999 129.999 119.999 79.999 54.999 1676.75 48.7525 1628
19 241.296 262.574 271.233 272.172 242.998 159.999 129.999 119.999 79.999 54.998 1 835.27 59.267 6 1776
20 307.557 320.785 330.987 299.658 243.000 160.000 130.000 120.000 80.000 55.000 2 046.99 74.9889 1972
21 286.500 296.816 323.586 299.846 243.000 160.000 130.000 120.000 80.000 55.000 1994.75 70.748 7 1924
22 207.989 218.156 245.035 251.851 209.173 159.960 129.961 119.961 79.963 54.963 1677.01 49.0106 1628
23 157.404 142.186 165.231 201.945 159.342 153.813 129.618 119.755 79.837 54.841 1363.97 31.9733 1332
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Dynamic Economic Emission Dispatch Based on Multiple Learning

Multi-objective Pigeon-inspired Optimization

YAN Li, LI Chao, CHAI Xuzhao, QU Boyang

(School of Electronic and Information Engineering, Zhongyuan University of Technology, Zhengzhou 450007, China)

Abstract; For solving the dynamic economic emission dispatch problem (DEED), a multiple learning based

multi-objective pigeon-inspired optimization (MLMPIO) algorithm was proposed in this paper. In the proposed

multiple learning strategy, individuals of the population were allowed to learn from multiple global best posi-

tions of the external archive, and from the personal historical best positions simultaneously. This learning strat-

egy could enable the preservation of the population’s diversity and global search ability to avoid premature con-

vergence. Meanwhile, small probability mutation was introduced to enhance the swarm diversity further. The

external archive with adaptive changing capacity was used to store the current Pareto optimal solutions. The

DEED problem of the IEEE 10-generator power system was used to verify the performance of the proposed

method. The results demonstrated the feasibility and effectiveness of the proposed method.

Key words: economic emission dispatch; multi-objective optimization; pigeon-inspired optimization; multiple

learn

ing; small probability mutation



