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Tab.1 Basic test functions

i HUREWESRAY N R YR (N
f1 Sphere 30 [ =100, 100 ] 0
2 Schwefel’ s P2. 22 30 [ =10, 10] 0
3 Quadric 30 [ =100, 100 ] 0
4 Rosenbrock ’ s 30 [ -10, 10] 0
f5 Step 30 [ =100, 100 ] 0
f6 Schwefels 30 [ =500, 500 ] -12 569.5
7 Rastrigin 30 [ -5.12,5.12] 0
8 Noncontinuous Rastrigin 30 [ -5.12,5.12] 0
© Ackley 30 [ -32,32] 0
10 Griewank 30 [ =600, 600 ] 0
f11 Penalized 1 30 [ =50, 50] 0
12 Penalized 2 30 [ =50, 150] 0
E-SSp RS2 50 45 SR AL, B — S0 R AR A A Dk ok 2K
0 S M3 1T 20 YIERBOT K1 510 R
E-65 MIYERE N By 30, B e /N s O 20,55
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E.90 L AR SRR E
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Tab.3 Results comparison on all test functions

L-PSO GPSO GPSO 0.9 -0.4 ALC-PSO DMS-PSO

MEAN 6. 49E -94 3.42E -165 4.65E -53 4.32E - 165 4.95E -24

i SD 2.02E -93 0.00E +00 7.97E -53 0. 00E + 00 1.37E -23
MEAN 3.89E - 69 3.70E -93 3.06E -34 1.53E -87 1.53E -12

. SD 7.88E - 69 7.11E -93 5.91E -34 4.83E -87 3.36E - 12
MEAN 4.61E -05 8.40E -11 8.33E -02 1. 18E - 10 1. 68E +01

B SD 7.49E - 05 1.11E -10 6.34E -02 1.31E - 10 1.40E +01
MEAN 2. 10E +01 1.22E +01 2.51E +01 4.96E +00 2.34E +01

" SD 4.81E -01 4.48E +00 2.88E +01 6.70E +00 2.25E -01
MEAN 0. 00E +00 3.63E +01 0. 00E + 00 0. 00E + 00 0. 00E + 00

B SD 0. 00E + 00 1. 14E +02 0. 00E + 00 0. 00E + 00 0. 00E +00
MEAN 2.37E +03 4.42E +03 2.67E +03 1. 99E +03 4.24E +03

b SD 7. 69E +02 1.07E +03 7.42E +02 2.78E +02 5.63E +02
MEAN 0. 00E +00 5.37E +01 3.54E +01 6. 00E - 14 2. 14E +01

v SD 0. 00E +00 2.06E +01 1.37E +01 3.55E - 14 8.34E +00
MEAN 9.20E -11 3. 00E + 00 3. 00E -01 0. 00E +00 1.81E +00

. SD 2.91E - 10 1.70E +00 4.83E -01 0.00E +00 2. 80E +00
MEAN 8.88E -17 1. 20E +00 9.50E - 15 1.09E - 14 3.79E - 14

P SD 1. 12E -15 9.18E -01 3.67E - 15 4.97E - 15 3.85E - 14
MEAN 0. 00E +00 1.63E -02 2.29E -02 3. 10E -02 2.22E -03

o SD 0. 00E +00 2.04E -02 1.98E - 02 5.12E -02 4.99E -03
MEAN 1. 82E -32 8.29E -02 3.11E -02 2.04E -32 5.46E -28

f SD 2. 68E -33 1.94E -01 5.01E -02 1.47E -32 1.58E -27
MEAN 6. 30E -32 3.75E -01 3.30E -03 1.03E -31 2.20E -03

2 SD 7.63E -32 7.05E -01 5.31E -03 2.82E -31 4.63E-03
MEAN 2.27E -13 1.59E +03 3.33E +03 1.32E - 12 3.41E - 13

3 SD 0. 00E +00 1. 86E +03 1.20E +03 1.86E - 12 1.20E - 13
MEAN 4.22E +06 6.01E +06 2.25E +07 3.92E +06 6. 06E + 06

e SD 2. 08E +06 8.95E + 06 2. 13E +07 4. 18E +06 3.89E + 06
i MEAN 2.67E +07 1.71E + 10 7.30E +10 1.06E + 10 4. 69E +08
o SD 2.39E +07 1.46E + 10 8.61E + 10 1.31E +10 1. 26E +09
MEAN 1.43E +03 2.92E +03 9.95E +03 3.09E +03 8.58E +02

e SD 3.74E + 02 1. 88E +03 9.56E +03 5.73E +02 1. 56E +02
MEAN 8.21E +00 1.04E +03 2.34E +03 1.93E -13 5.46E - 13

i SD 1. 80E +01 9.35E +02 1.09E +03 5.49E - 14 3.16E - 13
MEAN 5.11E +01 1.35E +02 2.63E +02 4.57E +01 5.33E +01

s SD 2. 18E +01 1. 03E +02 1. 62E +02 2.30E +01 1.43E +01
MEAN 2.83E +01 1.39E +02 1.76E + 02 1.29E +02 4. 10E +01

o SD 1.47E +01 4.97E +01 6.81E +01 8.60E +01 2.26E +01
MEAN 2. 09E +01 2.09E +01 2. 10E +01 2.09E +01 2. 11E +01

20 SD 6.50E -02 5.66E - 02 4. 46E - 02 6. 11E -02 5.30E -02
MEAN 1. 84E +01 2.74E +01 2. 13E +01 2.49E +01 1. 74E + 01

Pl SD 3.69E + 00 5.01E +00 3.74E + 00 3.52E +00 3.18E + 00
MEAN 1. 89E + 00 2.31E +02 8.42E +02 1. 19E + 02 2.05E +01

22 SD 5.56E +00 2. 10E +02 3.85E +02 1. 06E +02 4.30E +01
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An Improved Particle Swarm Optimization Algorithm Based on Learning Theory

XU Shuang', WAN Qiang”, YU Li’

(1. The Department of Hi-tech Industry, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, China; 2. School of Computer Science, Wuhan
University, Wuhan 430072, China)

Abstract; Since PSO algorithm was easy to get trapped into local optimum, in this paper, based on the learn-

ing theory a new PSO algorithm named as L-PSO was proposed. In L-PSO, an integer value was set as the

maximum cycle limitation for the global best particles, and propose a clustering grouping mutation mechanism

which could devide the particles into some sub-swarms and generates the competitive particle by crossover and

mutation of the two centers selected randomly from sub-swarms. Then the competitive particle was used to re-

place the global optimum particle which could help jump oout of the local optimum and improve the conver-

gence speed. Experimental results on several benchmark test functions showed that L-PSO was very effective.

Key words: PSO; optimization; efficiency; test functions



