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Abstract:
an elite opposition-based learning strategy in which elite particles are introduced to generate their opposite solutions by opposition-

Traditional particle swarm optimization( PSO) algorithm tends to suffer from premature convergence; we proposed

based learning . This mechanism can expand the search area and is helpful to enhance the global explorative ability of PSO.Mean-
while, a differential evolutionary mutation strategy is presented to avoid the best particle being trapped into local optima, since this
may cause search stagnation of the whole swarm. This strategy adopts differential evolution algorithm to search for the neighbor-
hoods of the global best particle and is helpful to enhance the exploitation ability of PSO. We compared our algorithm with some
state-of-the-art PSOs on 14 benchmarks, the results show that our algorithm obtains better solution accuracy and quicker convergence

speed.
Key words:

tion; population-based selection

1 5|5

B F A AL B 1 (Particle Swarm Optimization, PSO) /&
Hi Kennedy 1 Eberhart % A2 4 i) —FPHEAE e 1 AL 42
AN PO MEG T B 5 LB, BRS| T ARZ TSN B
BI26E, T Z AR 5 TR A5 3 1 B
BIR PSO DRI 1 RUFmyPERe , (H7E fif e — L2404
A AL IR) R, 25 5 B ARy fs de G WS S50 P A

15 PSO H  RE 1 RATHE 3257 H B (pbest)
542 JR R AH (gbest) B REMA , IXAEAR RARBE Bk 151
A W SACER 32 5 ik 1 JB i . DTN, 2 o] AT T AR AR T 428

Wik H #1:2012-06-15; &[] B 11 :2013-03-04; 53 AE S« B 24 8

global optimization; particle swarm optimization; elite opposition-based learning; differential evolutionary muta-

3 B 2 AT AUE SRR R T AT B R R X
ORI PSO T RE Y A AR SCER T — FiORS D5 I 1)
2 3 W) PSO A (Elite Opposition-based PSO, EOPSO) , P2
JAKE 3 f 1n) 2% > 96 W% (Elite Opposition-based Learning,
EOBL) 2K Az IR SRORL 1~ 14 52 1w fife , ¥ 385 5 24 A A A4 00 iz
R S I REAAS 125 A B T8 R 2 A X R i
BRI Z AR S 5RSE n 2 R IR RE ) . RIS 42 1 T
— T 2 S R, SR P 22 0 T AL S A R e UKL 1Y
R[] G e PO B AR R s DT S BRI A4
LRI RS R A B R AT R BE ) L AE 14 A LAY
R X pR S E E AT B S, B A S S 2 R4

FATH : H K A SREFEHE4 (No. 61070008, No. 70971043 ) 5 5 {4 T2 [ 5 B L 56 52 P il 3L 4> (No. SKLSE2012-09-19) 5 Hh e i 1 I ARl 55 2%

L1545 (No.2012211020205)



1648 H, T

2 2013 4f:

PSO SRS L, S 56 45 2R 3R B AR SO A T 43 1 e
B, ARG E T PSO TERE .
2 PSO &k
PSO & — R E A BEALE RIT 125, % —4> D ZERY IR
ARl 5, BEA B A R F RAE— DT A7 iR, B
5 AL E A& M AR A R R B
B2 AH (pbest) 5 #EAR A 2 FARAE (gbest) B8 (/77 , T
TRRL T 1 W S A0S WY AT R () RE T
NP KT 5§ BT X, = (ayy 200,05 %, p) SR
e A v RGBSR R L TSR AN F 2858 (1)
F1(2) A HHT .
v ;[ (t+1) =wv; (1) + ¢ ri(pbest, ; — x; ;(1))
+ Czrz(gbestj— x[,j(t)) (1)
x e+ 1) =2 ;) + v, ;(2+1) (2)
Hrp,i=1,2,,NP;j =1,2,, D; 0 SEBHERUE, o
€l0,1]. ¢ Ml oy BT ¢p,,€[0,2].ry F1 1y S
[0, 1]IX[a] b iy ¥ 50 53 A BEAILER .
3 BERREFIIH PSO Hik
3.1 BRRMEESRE
S Ia] 27 2] SR W ( Opposition-based Learning, OBL) J& /T
AF SRR BE AT P B — R E R, B
TR S e A X — A AT AT
it [V IF S E PP B 1] A, DA b e BRI 1 R A
AR T4 B s CRTR S vl ) B S
FEX 1 J2n g (Opposite Point)' 7). % X, = (21,
Xyt k) sk D YEAS AR — A G (AT AT T )
xj€ [aj, bj] ,/E\:XUL@E/‘J&TEJAJ@B@ = (\561 o "";I)>m‘%
MR

§j=aj+ b; — x; (3)
Eﬁ&f%%ﬁﬁﬁ O pbest . .
(1 ) EP , *j‘% E]’(J « 1? /1 ! QO Optimum Solution
Bl 3 I x,"‘b/_/ __________ »(O gbest
V;, pbest; Fl gbest. N A8 X
{E — A~ 44 1 £\

A poud

TR i 4
F i,V e, B R

HCAT Bk 2

pbest; 1 gbest Fe[R] P2 . B 1 #iid T 0 F ) KT 2,
MHEIE H pbest; Fl ghest 1F Jy 18 28 25 [a] HP A% & 4 5,
FIFERT CHHALE .

IR, %7 F OBL SRS A B, pbest; A1 gbest [ 52 [ f#
EATER R T B B 04 Bl fif S AF e itk , #EAT W)
LS A5 RUESE T pbest; F1 gbest (14 )5 [n] i 38 5 L KL
FH BB f# B AL, o pbest; A gbest 1Y H ZLAE

F, SR R (BRI 38RE 1) X0 I 8 HoE N
FaSORLT-. T LA AL — 4E Rastrigrin o8 £k 1] 5% i —
HUl X — P4

K 2(a) ~ (d)JE A PSO 1k — 4k Rastrigrin R
BOAERRAE 1,10,30 A1 80 U], A5 HEk: 1 5 38 ki
T 2 1) A 2R X S AL B A, BRI A 10. &
7,007, % 7o R R 1Y B ] i, 4R B
et RSSOk T 1Y S 10 7. W B AR Bk A T Ak AR
HORL T RE 916 20 XU B AR AL, 32828 ) S5 0 A S 9 . (A
1T R, K 2 BOKS SR 19 5 1) ik L 387 38 5 1Y)
S In) fiff B S e L. DRI, A AT R R R B A s
i DR 14 B2 T i, U0 T 0 B AR 3 3l X, 4
FEPE G ) Tk 50 58k AR R e G T T 45 HORS O R
]

512 512
* +
+ + * i
3 £ % £
PR <0 *. %
R + ¥ T = + ++ T
3 + 4 + L%
* + *
* +
5.12 5.12
5.12 0 512 5.12 0 512
xl xl
(a) IR (b) 1048
512 : 512
*
K0 Af K0
+
512 512
512 0 512 5.12 0 512
xl xl
(o) %3048 (d) #804%

B2 REZOR T 5N T 8 R AR EA R B AL B A

EX 2 KEIE [ % (Elite Opposite Solution) . % X;
= (15 X050 X p) B HRL -, XA B B AR A
RIS IORLT X7 = (wly, 200,00 ad ), JUORS 58 S 170 fiff
2 X5 ) FTE LN
%=k (da; + db;) - 5 (4)
Kb xi € 0a, b1, k€ U0,1) —BACREL, [ da, db; ]
N YR A S S A, TR IR A (5) R
GEp

“e “e e
X; = (xi,l’xi,2’.“

daj:min(x,-,j), dbj:max(xi,j) (5)

FHT8 2R s 6] 1 3 285 0 AR I 1 5, A A T AR

FEH RS, (75 4 B 52 1) A% RE % 0 T 38 28 4 /N 1Y)

R M A, S gl e Bkt Bt [ a;, b I

FERTAT e, 6 HOR R B AIL AR O T E R B, i X
(6)F7s.

\;cf,j:rand(aj,bj) if::f,j<aj0r bj>;f,j (6)

o rand ()R o, b, 19— BEHLEL.



% 8 M

JEUB T« — RS 98 B 1 2 > B TR AR S 1649

3.2 EREUERERE

£ PSO 1, BEIR I B UKL T gbest A EEZAEH, 517
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23 8], Bk ey &8 B UL R 32 . Wang 55 A\ 7E SCHER L7,
81 HR T — A 7Y ZZ 57 3K B ( Cauchy Mutation, CM) ,
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FE— S R A B R BT, U Schwefel BRIK, {H X 55
Hh— LR EHIE A K.
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B K S TR 5 B AR AR A HE Y, e
BRAFE) NP AFEAT—AC 5 1 FIOMCAS IR T EOPSO
HIFEAL R, P A S HTHEIAR, rand 2R M U(0,1) BIBENL
£, JR S8 1] EOBL SR LSS, OP Ry S Il fFAA .

m if rand<< CR or jq=J

HiE1 EOPSO Fkm AL IR,
Randomly initialize NP particles in the swarm P
while stopping criterion is not meet do
if rand < JR then
Update[ daj s dbj]according to Eq.(5);
Generate the opposite solution of each X7 in the current swarm P
to construct OP by Eq. (4);
Select the NP best fittest solutions from P J OP as the next

swarm by population-based selection mechanism;
end
else
Execute the canonical PSO according to Eqs. (1)and(2) ;
end
Execute the DEM strategy on gbest by Egs. (8)and(9) ;

end
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SEEGHRCR AR 1 TS 14 ST pR B, $ LR
PEGY Ry =2 s BRI I fRT PR 208 bR (f ~ fo) , AR TR R
(1) Z W PRE(f ~ fo) 7 ERG 1) 2V R (fy ~ fra) , 3K 2B
PRELI R B A R 0,4 D =30. £ H , XER N
FE S, * Threshold” 4y fife (14K B B (8L, FH 40 0B 30 3 2

BT .
F1 BEXBERAN 140K EE
Funs. Name X Threshold
fi Sphere [ =100,100] 1.00E - 06
1 Rosenbrock [-2.04,2.04] |1.00E+01
f Ackley [-32.7,32.7] |1.00E-06
fa Griewanks [ = 600,600] 1.00E - 06
fs Weierstrass [-0.5,0.5] 1.00E - 06
fs Rastrigin [-5.12,5.12] |1.00E-06
/7 Nocontinuous Rastrigin [-5.12,5.12] |1.00E-06
/s Schwefel [ =500,500] 2.00E - 06
fo Rotated Ackley [-32.7,32.7] |1.00E-06
fio Rotated Griewanks [ -600,600] 1.00E - 06
fu Rotated Weierstrass [-0.5,0.5] 1.00E - 06
Jfi Rotated Rastrigin [-5.12,5.12] |1.00E+01
Ji3 Rotated Nocontinuous Rastrigin [-5.12,5.12] |1.00E-06
fia Rotated Schwefel [ -500,500] 3.00E + 03
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EVEARTRH 0.05, B HIE R 58, fF5 + 7, = THI ="
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JAFE 2 M5 EOPSO J2 4 Rl iR fcter (14, 26 I
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%2 PSO,0PS0,GOPSO 1 EOPSO B3 7E 14 AT Sk F & R 1918 Ti 1=c
Funs. PSO 0PSO GOPSO EOPSO g
fi | 9.78E-30+ | 8.05E-81+ |1.24E-272+ | 0.00E +00 & 1E'1°'ngi‘fs)o
fr | 2.93E401+ | 9.78E+00+ | 1.48E+01+ | 3.74E-02 \eq5 | EOPSO . .
fi | 3.94E-14~ | 1.39E+00+ | 3.43E-15~ | 3.99E-15 0 5k 10k 15k 20k 25k 30k
fi | 8.13E-03+ | 1.27E-02+ | 0.00E+00~ | 0.00E + 00 @ Griewa:lisﬁmﬁm o
fs | 1.30E-04+ | 2.21E+00+ | 1.04E-08+ | 7.36E-10 12500
fo | 2.90E+01+ | 5.23E+01+ | 0.00E+00~ | 0.00E +00 —-PSO
fi | 2.97E+01+ | 8.64E+01+ | 0.00E+00~ | 0.00E +00 g 1% PR
fo | 1LI0E+03+ | 1.45E+03+ | 1.14E+03+ | 4.01E+02 § 7500 —EOPSO
fo | 2.80E-01+ | 1.89E+00+ | 9.59E-13+ | 1.63E-15 é co00
Jio | 1.LAE-0Ll+ | 4.37E-02+ | 0.00E+00~ | 0.00E + 00 =
i | 6.66E-01+ | 8.65SE+00+ | 2.64E—-13— | 1.17E-09 2500
fio | 9.90E+00+ | 9.02E+01+ | 0.00E+00~ | 0.00E +00 0 l l :
S5 | 6.32E+01+ | 1.86E+02+ | 1.89E+02+ | 9.78E+00 0 50k ;gg/kf 150k 200k
fis | 2.6TE+03+ | 2.63E+03+ | 2.69E+03+ | 2.17E+03 (5) Schwefel function ( P
* 13 14 8 - - B3 PSO, OPSO, GOPSORIEOPSOEVAZE R /M
- (1) 8 é - - AR E g

Bl 3(a)E1E £ ESih £, 848 GOPSO Fi
EOPSO #/ 483 T e i , {5 EOPSO W BCsE B 75 £, |,
EOPSO #&4A I+ b HoAth 55 325 i 84 Pt . EOPSO 7 fiff 1) K
R BGH R AT R P R 0 SRR - (1) K 2 2 1h)
FfAT B B4R 2 A TS R X, 4 AR 2R
P (2) DEM SR &A1 38 58 53030k 1) 1R 68 7 , i A A4
VPRSI vl i b i SH B . 2, EOPSO 1 B2 Al F- 5
R S5 R AE ST .

4.3 5% PSO EiErILLEk

AT K EOPSO 5 5 FhAN 44 PSO B3k X L, 43 5]

12 . UPSO'™ , FDR-PSO2 | FIPS ! | cPSO-H!'™ F1 CLP-

SOMT UPSO J& 48— PSO 3k, M T &7 5 /T
A PSO 3.3 . 7E FDR-PSO H , RL 1~ 1Y 3 FF 59 47 v [
T phest Fl gbest b, i8R F T BLAT 3 1 B 1 45
T AR IR, RIS N A 5 BE B LR e s R . FIPS
JEfF B B PSO Bk, AR UKL F (115 8K T
. CPSO-H & —F i) PSO Bk, B iy 25 AR S8
R R 24T 25 B8 2 . CLPSO F R A ks
F1 pbest fCF ghest Ao dg TRL 143 B BB, o] $12 o B
R ZFEE. EOPSO I S50 B 5 4.2 T AH[A], 1 F ik
5 RS PSO Bk EHER A SCHR [ 10 P I B K 3 4
H T 6 il PSO A1 i S 86 4%

%3 UPSO,FDR-PSO, FIPS, CPSO-H, CLPSO F1 EOPSO B i:7E 14 M lik R _E R4 R E

Funs. UPSO FDR-PSO FIPS CPSO-H CLPSO EOPSO
N 4.17E-87+ 4.88E - 102~ 2.69E - 12 + 1.16E-13 + 1.46E - 14 + 0.00E + 00
1 1.51E+ 01 + 5.39E+ 00 + 2.45E + 01 + 7.08E + 00 + 2.01E+01 + 3.74E- 02
fa 1.22E-15- 2.84E- 14 + 4.81E-07 + 4.93E- 14+ 0.00E + 00 — 3.99E - 15
Ja 1.66E-03 + 1.01E-02 + 1.16E - 06 + 3.63E-02+ 3.14E-10+ 0.00E + 00
fs 9.60E + 00 + 7.49E - 03 + 1.54E-01 + 7.82E-15- 3.45E-07 + 7.36E - 10
fe 6.59E + 01 + 2.84E + 01 =~ 7.30E + 01 + 0.00E + 00~ 4.85E-10+ 0.00E + 00
fr 6.34E + 01 + 1.44E + 0l = 6.08E + 01 + 1.00E-01 + 4.36E - 10 + 0.00E + 00
3 4.84E+03 + 3.61E+03 + 2.05E+ 03 + 1.08E + 03 + 1.27TE-12- 4.01E + 02
fo 1.00E + 00 + 1.40E - 0l = 2.25E- 15~ 1.36E + 00 + 3.65E - 05~ 1.63E-15
Jio 7.76E - 02 + 1.44E-01 + 1.70E - 01 + 1.20E-01 + 4.50E - 02 + 0.00E + 00
S 2.61E+ 00 + 3.34E-01 + 5.93E-14 - 4.35E+00 + 3.72E-10- 1.17E-09
Ji2 1.52E+01 + 9.25E+ 00 + 1.20E + 01 + 2.67E+01 + 5.97E + 00 + 0.00E + 00
I 7.74E + 01 + 7.58E + 01 + 4.36E + 01 + 8.80E + 01 + 3.77E+01 + 9.78E + 00
Sfia 5.60E + 03 + 2.60E + 03 + 3.78E+ 03 + 3.64E+03 + 1.70E + 03 - 2.17E + 03
+ 13 10 12 12 9 - -

- 1 0 1 1 4 - -
~ 0 4 1 1 1 - -
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M3 FIEH ,FOPSOTE &4 67 PsOHik#

13 B E 3R T UPSO. 5 FARE
FDR-PSO #H It , EOPSO Vil Algorithms Rankings
PRI b A &5 SR 24 O A Bl A EOPSO 1.61
M FIPS £ fi, FRIEA,H CLPSO 2.39
EOPSO 7 12 1B L. ppropso 3.61
16 fo FLCPSO-H 5 EOPSO R ot 45
AR, R T LR, -~ s
EOPSO 7E 12 /> bR %1 1 T L.

UPSO 4.71

5 CLPSO #H kb, EOPSO 7& 9
AR PG e 2 AR TR,
K Friedman #6556 60 45 R U017 /0B, £ 4 AT 6 Fh
PSO 53 (10 -2 HE 44 , EOPSO Ry 8 —
4.4 DEM REEEXIHESRESH

W FE DEM 5K W& 1) A7 8500 B R B AR 5O g 1
EOPSO (EOPSO-NULL) 4k i, CM 3K % () EOPSO ( EOP-
SO-CM)AE A% LB . S il sk 39k 30 s AT A2

SRR MG BTV I {E (Mean Number of Successful Muta-
tion, MNSM ) . #4525 53 5 1) gbest {EL SE A, UIIA Sl 75 53 S s
BRIIEAT . AN, e SRR AE 30 YRAE AT H R P R
(Successful Rate,SR% ) , %5 B S & @/ N T2 1 h#l
SEM B, MDA B R TE 1T 3 5 4 TR |,
HH“Mean” 45 KA IIME .

M 5 ATF LB £ A fu b, EOPSO-DEM 1E K%
43 R B0 E ¥ Ee EOPSO-CM ) MNSM {H ¥ 5 , ¢ /R DEM
WSO 4 SR, 7E £y, fy B fio b, EOPSO-DEM FiI
EOPSO-CM 1Y %5 S 5 A af 48 5 % W% 1Y) EOPSO-NULL #H
[\, J5i PR 2 EOPSO % A EOBL S Mg ] A B 422 4% 2 & A
fif . 1E fy I, EOPSO-DEM I EOPSO-CM ) 5256 4% 51
IFF EOPSO-NULL.{H7E fy WTESE A, BV f1, I, EOP-
SO-CM #1 EOPSO-NULL [ 45 525, & W] CM S mg 744
RANMEZRAGHOR A, 5 2Z KA B /& DEM 5 8 ()
R TE R E PE AT

R5 TRESREHLLEER

EOPSO-NULL EOPSO-CM EOPSO-DEM
Funes: Mean SR% MNSM Mean SR% MNSM Mean SR% MNSM
f 0.00E + 00 100 - - 0.00E + 00 100 4.26E+00  0.00E + 00 100 3.35E+02
S 7.83E-02 100 - - 1.18E - 01 100 2.00E-01  3.74E-02 100 6.90E + 02
S 3.99E - 15 100 - - 3.99E - 15 100 1.73E+00 3.99E-15 100 3.04E + 01
Ja 0.00E + 00 100 - - 0.00E + 00 100 1.15E+01  0.00E + 00 100 2.34E + 01
fs 9.09E - 10 100 - - 1.30E - 09 100 5.30E-01  7.36E-10 100 1.77E + 01
fs 1.93E + 01 53.33 - - 9.45E + 00 60 6.00E-02  0.00E+00 100 1.79E + 02
S 4.42E +01 26.67 - - 9.17E + 00 20 2.00E-01  0.00E+00 100 1.24E+ 02
fs 6.65E + 03 0 - - 1.69E + 03 46.67 8.74E+01  4.01E+02 100 8.16E + 01
So 3.99E - 15 100 - - 3.99E - 15 100 2.00E+00 1.63E-15 100 2.98E + 01
Sio 0.00E + 00 100 - - 0.00E + 00 100 1.20E+01  0.00E+ 00 100 2.41E+01
Sfu 5.62E-09 100 - - 5.17E-09 100 2.00E-01 1.17E-09 100 1.90E + 01
Sfo 2.01E+01 40 - - 4.87E + 01 20 2.00E-01  0.00E+00 100 2.54E + 02
i 4.80E + 01 0 - - 3.20E+01 0 0.00E+00  9.78E+00 70 7.58E + 01
Su 4.93E + 03 20 - - 4.69E + 03 0 1.82E+02  2.17E+03 93.33 8.58E + 01

NE B 1A F T, EOPSO 5 A5 T 4 NE4T: 1)
14k , EOBL 3 W , 3 & 5 {3 B 587, DEM 3l . R XS
WAL R S B R A MR 2 o (NP
D) ,DEM 5§08 O( D). EOBL 5E W 1] 43y 3 AN#B4% : 8h
AT, ) A R, B BN Sh A R
B R A B R 2 AR TR 89k O (NP- D) AHAE
FEREPENLE b, BB MY, AN 0(NP?).
1€ FOBL W& i, A 4E B D B/ NE BEAR LS NP 3z o)

F D D R, B4 D=100, NP @ #/NTF D3 BT
PIHSE BT 3k O (NP- D). 25 F Ik, EOPSO 1y it
BEIREN O(NP-D). 32 6 4y T A SCse s b i Bl
JIA X LR TR R A o 1 FRORA R AL, K&
FRER A3 B B ST AT A5 EOPSO 5 PSO, 0PSO,
GOPSO, FIPS, CLPSO 5 #H [F] () &2 2% & , /¥ UPSO, FDR-
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