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Abstract: Conventional algorithms of particle swarm optimization (PSO) are often trapped in local optima in
global optimization. In this paper, following an analysis of the main causes of the premature convergence, it
proposes a novel PSO algorithm, which is called InformPSO, based on the principles of adaptive diffusion and
hybrid mutation. Inspired by the physics of information diffusion, a function is designed to achieve a better particle
diversity, by both taking into account their distribution and the number of evolutionary generations and adjusting
their “social cognitive” abilities. Based on genetic self-organization and chaos evolution, clonal selection is built
into InformPSO to implement the local evolution of the best particle candidate, gBest, and make use of a Logistic
sequence to control the random drift of gBest. These techniques greatly contribute to breaking away from local
optima. The global convergence of the algorithm is proved using the theorem of Markov chain. Experiments on
optimization of unimodal and multimodal benchmark functions show that, comparing with some other PSO variants,
InformPSO converges faster, results in better optima, is more robust, and prevents more effectively the premature
convergence.
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Bk R B R E T AE RS HORA T F AU KB Ak (InformPSO). 45 4~ A& M BERE B4 4084 3 1 ik
T A A A Ak RO S0 4L, B 18 R B 6 AR A ST e ) R AT B B AR M T AR A4
LR A R AR, 5| N R R AR AR gBest SEILRAEMAE . BIR3g4E, A T F A M A Logistic
F5)48-F gBest FAALEAS it —F 3 5%k B B SRR 68 ) A TR AR e ALK 45451842 4290 T 3 Ak A 2 Bk
Sk 5 3t p JUFP PSO T AP AR b, 5 26 SO BB A5 AR LE A R Sk M BIGR T e R AR B & AL R R
A ) F- PO

KREIA: MORAR AR T A1 B K L B4 4F Logistic 57

hESE S LS TP18 SCERARIRED: A

TWORETE 52322 (particle swarm optimization, f# #PSO) & EberhartF1Kennedy s A\ ™M T- 1995 445 i () —Fh B 104 R
HEA AL B, T T B Rl B AT O IR L. T PSOS 3 5% FH 52 Kl 4 A, MR 2 ] o0, SE B % 5 RE 0% 1 KAk v
BT SR A 2 R Ak ) B, 4 R T R TR . 2 E AR R RN A 2 I 4% 11 5 S AT

PSO BL¥E & BE T 144 L5 38 I BE 1) D0 A 5092 ORI PRI A i OFR h BRIORE ) 1R 328 Il J 1Y) — AN T AT A, A A ok L
AT B R  J5  AN SREAEA7 TE AR 6T L T A e 50T BT R 2 R (14 3 B 5, ARV o 3 . SR A e R T AR
5 B Se LA AR A — AN TIORL R, P I R AR R 0 S DA A0 B — YRk AR o AN FIOKE SRR AN W AR > B
B O, AN TORE B 5 Pt s i B e L RSB B pBest, 73— AN #8ANROR 28 3 0 e B A7 B PR A 42 )

P AH gBest.
TEFR B b3 PN ARAEL S, SORE 38 o a1 P A 2 R T 57 T o7
Vi(t+1)=w-V;(t)+cl-r1-(pBesti—X;)+c2-r2-(gBest—X;) Q)
Xi(t+1)=Xi(t)+Vi(t+1) o)

oA XGFIV 7393 2 7 S AN B0 FO A R B w5 UM e 1 e Dy n g A1, rd Fr2 & 7E [0, 1]58 [F A i P A~
BEALE A Q) ISR 1 50 FR R Bl 053 A AR IO 2 i 1 538 BIpIR A6 AT K 56 i, A ok B gk — AN 0 2
MBI 3 2 F R AR 4 AR T RORL IS NG5 (AT Ok i B B S 2 R I S A B 3
TS o SRR N 51 | N 17 @ A 1 L S =l s ey o (N B 7 € A R NS e VA 8 - S B 1L
T (14 AR SP- 47 AN 24 e 2 T SRR IR T e

HPSORIEMIR I &, th T WS S84, TIHE 7 A 2 S48 AR OR O A 77 £ - 2l Sl ) 1L BR1 b, 2 2 41 350
J1F PSSO #ANJ7 I KB i HeME 8, 7= 28 TV 247 B AR R e AN 2 200 04 32040 1 2K 2l 1 1 #EPSO M 2 54
S R 4 R N R 3 22 B8, nPSO_wiP of PSOBLES 2 S5 3 ) T VAN [R1 25 280 (1 4 0 Sk 4 v 4 1 i,
#11 PSO_cf _local™ UPSO(unified particle swarm optimization)® FIPS(fully informed particle swarm)®,
FDR_PSO(fitness-distance-ratio particle swarm optimization)!; 5 3 2% & 44 PSOFN L it 38 22 5 RAHLE 4 K HUR &
PSO#E i B VL PE B, I 5] N AT X4 & Rl B £ K M CPSO-H(cooperative particle swarm optimization- hybrid)[®,
CLPSO(comprehensive learning particle swarm optimizer)[®, 4z 5 1 5if 6 H1 =) % 4% {t AEPSO(adaptive escape
particle swarm optimization)™.

AR SRR A MR AR (s I8 B0 ST P DA R 3 IR [ 20 R0 T 3ok A 3t A A Bt — R B ARk B AR B 1
O HTRRUE PSO VL B SR IR PR 4t — Bl LA 3 AR R O A 7R L ok B Bk, IR B S BAIF
LA SRSt 5 2 0 R T A e B 1 i of o B, 4 R A S I 2 B R S & A D R A
PSO Z&Ph 4t JL 1) L ot Jo Ja 4 Y A I 1R 45 18 DA S — 25 (9 T A 7 1),

1 BENYTHNGEESTSR PSO BiE
1.1 BRugsEE

FUHT, AR BL T hrifE PSO SEVE M 2 ANl W SR TEREA — € I B0 AR, B ST AR 2 PSO S
— R, JU AR 5 2% 1 20 W 4 2 il R AERR v PSO 3B AR b BHORL 73 3 A A B {2 "pBest FI gBest ik
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AR RO R AR RE ST, 1T RS I B TR AT R SR T T TR AR A R R A gBest 3RS —FE At
N BE ) oK e S K3 — 20 UL, AN T8 R 55 gBest iz i, Mok 4 A gBest 2 X BAH [ f 45 B X PRI T
JIT A BB T 52 FC R 51 R 2 A3 4 T T AR T AR A K RS A A 1) 52 A R A B v gBest T 2 —
AN e e A A TR G PSO SRVE 7R B BN — A Je B A, DA T 5 B0 sl 8.

PSO B2 11 5 Ab— A B3 SICID T PR AR 14D T 5 2 X D 0 V9 0 40 0l R4 224 i e B fORE gBest
AR DUHR, 7E 44 2% 71 gBest AU v T — AR B U7 0 ¥ AT XA O T FEIIAE K R SR A ) 5 24 R 85 v g Best
5 5y BN JR WAL, 1T 38 70 0 B (AT AT AL Ak 306 2 Jm) 350 e U0 A 460 ) 135 8 g Best £ 24 >4 iy 1 B2 (¥ 12 o, HURAE
R FARORL (I Y. K v T gBest FRIORE) A FH R A3 2% 37, B R G i 2 ) B
1.2 HHEZEKRFE

121 HIENAEEY HekH
TE A i R G SEbnil 3 AN 2 ) 4 B 0 — AN I ) R R AR S I A S R B R B gBest [RIARRE

2, FLE R gBest MAEAR AT LMBUE AL AW RE AT 3 v A5 BT HIOR AR — BN KR I TR) P9 58 BR800 15
gBest IR SR AT £ EL LLSE I gBest ROk 2 /b
DK G, AE A ST PSO B3 o Tohr i 3kt 2 507 24 50k

Vi(t+1)=w-V;(t)+cl-r1-(pBesti—X;)+H;-c2-r2-(gBest—X;) 3)
H, =[1-(d, Jrl)/([n_alxdj +D]-[(n+1)/(n+n"+D]-[1-t/T] (4)
<j<n
b HA 5 B R E O 2 A AR B C i AAE), TR e I3 AR5 B ek B el 358 7 41 i,

L

1)Lwﬁm@%m+D%%ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁiﬁ?wﬁﬂﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁg%ﬁ%Mﬁﬁﬁ
R MAER X B Bl RUBE ARG BR K 2, 88 30 ROBE B/ ] — FRARORE B AR RS [y gBestiE 4, 6 F) T mi AR 2 AR 1k 3L
rhd 2 SR AN ORE 5 gBest I 2, B % T AN ORI IR A BB 22 e R i i 101 2 Dk T AR 4 BED 0.

2) (n+)/(n+n'+1)K6 % Bl R 5 A80kE 1 2 A B AR S Ol R R B I Rk 33 N gBest WA LA 5 4, 43 A T A A
R A H 2, WA 3 RBE /N, L G 4 22 FE RN BRAF R 2 3 BRI 2 H on h ER o2 H L L 2ok
TGRS B HEUR R 0.

3) 1-UT #4573 ] 5 @A AR BRI FR S ok A S0 A7) 0, Aok LB K IR T BE 1) gBest #% 30y, 17 1 i pe e
R B AR E 38 I, 88 B ROBE AR /N AT R AR R A 2 R IR FR R

HAT(3)s 23 (4) 153 %0, ok B2 58 37 A S0 T —AME BN 10 Rk 20, R FH BROREL 1) 43 A RS ARAR B 1 I B
P “FE SN A2 ) R Bl R, AT B8 78 43 1) FH e 36 S0 R SR 48 3 Ok RS 20, 3 5l R iR R e ) IR m iR 2
FEPE, A R0 o8 G 5 2 ShRe
122 wwlEkFEH T

12 WAL T AR PSO Sk — AN 0 Z %00, gBest 49 J& — A Rl i U, 75 52 45 e R foRi $ (4
PR T AT S, T U R sk BRI, g T RS A POk 1T R AT 9 27 2] 41, gBest 348 2 L 46 Bk 15 JR) S B AL (1)
e 7, B0 AR 57 B8 0, SEBEAZAE B0 B 2 S R0 4R, PSO AR AR e S K2 RBEHLA = B E H M, HEA
REEAT R B0 (00 JR B0 380 3% ol — 3000 ST R 0 A S, e 56 e Lk I o N =3 S R AL 1) B 08 AR SO o T —
BT GET IR UL R AR LI T T3 sk fe 5 gBest (AR S AT B B k2 ST B AT ik, R AT BEAL
FNALPE T A

s o 1 R T DR A R 2 T A0 A A £ JEL FR A AZ B T R R AL Ak R A 1 R S B AR T 2 AR
IRBE (R AT SE PR 1 B A I A, T BUB R O R 4 SR SE IR T3 PE % ) B Bt T, LA AR/ — 3 4 =78
SRR E 0 S N X BE R AR S R AR L AR e A T R AT S AR B R 2 () AN T2 B 2
BR AR U IR R, A Y5 U o e S 3 SR SO A A S Ok L g Blest ¥ 6AT 5 1) 396 8 JR) AR AL R AR B A
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1) WM R ROk gBest otk vd B BB I NN m KIS IZ A A, A A Ak gBest AT 58

S AR Y s

2) AL VAR A A 7Y AT A5 G BN A2 S S TNV TR DAY B ATLAEE A% Bl 2, JEE B A AR 45 7 R BT IS AL T A

3) M MU A H 38 456 0 I B v P A DA TR — ARAROKI AR B4 52 55 11 gBeest.

T v B R R T B HETORE gBest AE R AV A BAT B 2 2T BE DT, SR BRI I LA M EL 2R
SRR E 1 1Y ik T SR R S Y R 00 HLRENE IE A 51 5 H Al BIORE AT R E B v T WG S

1.2.3  Logistic J5%1 45 5

0, 8 T B e 0 2 P PR B A T 0 T JR) PR i 4 ) e DI AN I F e B A T 5 B 8 A A ik
gBestuJEﬁFﬂﬂﬁﬁEl’]ﬁ‘éj] XT?FJHK?F&{E)E 'ﬁéﬁﬂim IEEE%EM_EI’JE@&T@ ek ﬁﬁ/\mbﬂﬁﬁ-/ﬂ&@’l?K

T ﬁlﬁﬁmlﬁuﬁﬂ’lﬁ %"mﬂaJ/k’rJJEUgBesti%ﬂ PR AE.

FELE Pk I 1) 7 5 AT BEALE 3 D SR, T 5N BRI T o T2 24 i e e 38 B 2R 0 T SR
51\ Logistic/ ¥ 545 T gBest 1748 5 2 > AR SCAY A i 7 B KRS, RIV K I i [ i [, DAL bt 3 2% ¢
LM N ) e 41 42 1) 2 Hr KR ST AR X (0) % o 471 7 s B F 5 i A Al 5 2 40

F g A AR LM Logistic W

x(t+1)=r-x(t)-(1-x(t)),reN,x(0) €[0,1]
gBest(t+1)=gBest(t)+[r3<P]-x(t)-r4—[r3>=P]-x(t)-r5

o r3,rdrs BB [r3<P,] ={1’ Tr3<h
0, else
45. exp(l: Dim)—exp(1)

exp(Dim) —exp(l)

Dim2 R AL 17 L

Choas 3.0<r<4.0

Search range
OCO000000000or
PNWRARUUIOON0WOO
4
4
r

3 3132333435363.73.839 4
Control parameter r

(a) The chaos process of the Logistic sequence
(a) Logistic /341yl 72

Search range

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
Search range & control parameter r

(c) r=3.9 vs. 4.0 Logistic sequence
(c) r=3.9 1 4.0 Logistic ¥4

1.0
091 ||
0.8
0.7} |
I I
8j§'f'i=“ it Jun iluL'lH'I .1“.||”|
| Jllll || li \; ||I \
0.4}/ i !
o3l 10 | [
0.2 f |
0.1 ||' P l—r=40 |

0
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
Search range & control parameter r

Search range

(b) r=3.6 vs. 4.0 Logistic sequence
(b) r=3.6 HI 4.0 Logistic 5%
1.0 !
0.9
0.8
0.7
060 |
0.5
044!
03}
0.2} |
01} |

Search range

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
Search range & initial x(0)

(d) The influence of the Logistic sequence by variable x
(d) A% x 3y Logistic /741

Fig.1 Logistic sequence covering range

Kl 1 Logistic F¥ 415 55 i

© PEBRERETUR

(®)
(6)

"™ P HAF R MEE AT 0.05~0.5 X [A], £ K B A P,,+0.45+

K 40, Dim= 1.8 1 B oR T S Hr st Logistic /3 51 1) 5% Wi,
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WE 1@)FR, 3<r<4 i, 550 i WE AR R IR, KA r=3.56 I, 54120 NIEGELE 1(b).
Bl 1(c) % %3 HI S48 r X Logistic /743 RVGHE 52,2 r=4 B 757 50 80 iz Bk, 51N AR SCHE:
(L Logistic J7 1 42 I S 50N 4.1 1(d)#5 B 2% 50 250 r=4 I, ¥ 514G 1 x(0)%F Logistic J7 41 [ 5%
Wi, 4 r=4,x(0)=0.5 K XM FHIMER 0,24 x(0) A FARAL R, /5541 5 IR IR A W AE A S S AR 2 Pk
Logistic /#4180 4 WILAE R T 0.5 LLAM[0,1]12 ) H A fE 34 ]
1.2.4  InformPSO Hixim R (W&l 2 JiT7R)

v

Initialize position X and velocity V; Calculate fitness f;
Update gBest and pBest; set t=0. w(t)=wo—[(wo—w1)-t}/T

i=w-Vj+cl-r1-(pBest—X;)+H;-c2-r2-(gBest—Xi);
Vi=min(Vmax,max(Vmin,V;));Xi=Xi+V;;

|m—CIonaI selection for gBest|

gBest changed?

t: The number of generations

m: The size of clonal sub population
& Minimum accuracy (107

T: The max generations

H;: Information diffusion

Logistic mutation

pBesti:Xi
gBest=X;

N

| fogest—T *l(g,t)T

Fig.2 The flow chart of the InformPSO algorithm
2 InformPSO 5L A2

1.3 =Rt

FEA S B PSO Sy Hb Mok 8 AN AZ ¥ 76 (pBest A1l gBest) 73 A 1 T AN [B] 1 BE H LR 28 56 5% 1 R poks
BE 2 PSO HLIL M SEA TP BE, B0 8 4> R I8 2R 15 D R A% Aok 7 6 i BF A Jgc F 7 B gBeest (V1% 83 5, JEAT
SE SR AR R I JR iR 2R PR R R 22 A e B e e T gBest,— 7 THIE I A A OR 9k E 24 3] SRad A2 48
FORE R, DR A8 FRH ;5 — T TR P o A B LA S 32 P i 1 i e S I /NS TR P 1 S AR S, 3 e )
HER AR e 7, 1E 1 3 1) FEARARORE 1Y) AT I Sd S T 2 gBest A TR ES AR /) 17 e Bk % SR I Logistic 741
sl gBest K KAT, ZEAf 2 ML AR I S Ak b S DR Bl ALk % 5 AR J0E — 21 1 sk 6 B R 5 S L TR BE . LA AL A
HYME, IE#iT5 5136 O3k I ROk B 5005k 1) 4 JR) e DL AR e 8.

L8R T AT PSOAE i OV 1k T K SC MR [13] ) G AR 3 Ak, S s Wi SIC 1 FT] SR AIE W PSO ST ik 1) 4 R Wi Sl bk L R AT
0 R 5 T AR R I S BT L G B 1 SREAE B PSO 42 JRI WAL 85, A7 A5 A A2 AR SCAE 43 BT A 8 ok TR Wi S50 £
[) B R BE AT 22 S LU, W T

BRi& 1. (i) AP E SRR (147 S P13 (i) H bk bR B0 A& DX 380 1 1% S R 40

A 1 5 50, HE QW I AL IR EEF 2.

TEN L 58 AR ) ) 4 S B AR R 4 F ={F e S|f(A)=f "=min f(F"),F’eS}.

A A5 SHR A Bl RE 2 ), 2 BT AT Tl At IR B O R 5 4 T JE A BIBEF, F e S, &(F)=|FNF |3 78 3 A Bl B 4 75 B
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PLAREIIEE | S1={F €Sy F)=1} A S PP BE 2 (7], So=S\S y Ay 15 3 o 0 =% 7).
EX 2. XFAEE W BEHLRT IR S Fo, limP{5(F (1)) 21| F(0) = Fo} =1, JUFR S A% 1 sl 4 R et

W BRI & A Vr0, 4 p{ﬁ Ule -cp r} — O JUBRBERLAE A2 LR 1 BT AL e

n=1k>n

TR 16T AR AL L minf(X),X=(X1,Xa, .. Xn),S.t @i<xi<hy,i=1,2,...,n, A& G0 IO BORL A A0 A0 5 10 12 S
FRUCSAIR I HLARE A 1 sl T 4 R i A A

TE B 55 SCHR[10,13]1 25 481 O

TEIE 2. X T ALY AR 10, B 38 A O A S ORI S 2 SR S, HLDARE SR 1 ST 4
SR AT

TIE B 3T 9 S B M SAE B AT SRR [L0]; T E B LURE R 1 W8I T 4 Je e A .

ARBE 1 AT 50, 2 AR A i R PR e A0 gp B A7 . P SR SEVARURT B SRV I T 3 AR A

LG Y B AT Hh 2 3(3) AT 40, i Js AR LR AR AL B AR

Ax} =w-v, +cl-(pBest) — x/)-rl+H, -cl-(gBest! — x/) - r2 ,r1,r2~N(0, ;),
JiTLL, A% ~ N(0,0)).

SO BE B PR ol T v M AR S I R AT L SR R B A A 2 2D LU BR AT AT B, DR, B R R R AN
EAY 338 38 R 7], /TP 1=0.

Logistic/F %148 F:vr>0,10 B(x ", r)={xe Q|f(x)—F "|<r}hy & JA &l Six" B9 A% 38, B B AL S5 14 5 51, A ={F ()
B, =@} IR T A IR ARBE B, r). 0 T4 58 1 r, i Logistic/ 7 41 )3 [ 1k, F# fF A R A&, b 5 BUdiAF
A, R DLIERHE, T REBFA cAc...cAc..., ANTTHP(AL)SP(A,)<...<P(A)<..., XA 0<P(A)LL, AT LA,
limP(A) f7 1.

1 SBUEACHEAB(, T)

L1 B ] A B 1 =
FEBRBEHLAL B PP 41 6, {0’ SEIEAR AR HEAB (X%, 1)’

t=12,.., WA={5=1}.

1 t
AP(A)=P{5=1}=p, P{5=0}=1-p,.S, =¥25,, t=12,..,
1

i ES) =23 b, D(S) ==Y D(G) == Y b, p) <=
t 1 t 1 t 1 4t
v E(S0),D(S) 73 5l b J3 1) Sy A B2 T R g 22
2
LT RAEX AT P{S, -ES) r}g@ :erz e limP{|'S, —E(S,) [ r}=0.

A §=t-Si—(t=1)-S_q, AT fL”l P{ S —E(@)zr}=0,T2

P{ﬁu S, —E(5) > r} = P{!Ln;Ul 5, —E(5) 2 r} :t'L”l P{| 5, —E(5,) > r}=0.

t=1k>t

t=1k>t

B U B LA P AL S AR 1 sl Rk BE ML 7 SULA IR A 1 s, B P{ﬁU/\}—o Pk
SE B 2 A9UE, B F5E N 4 0K & 42 S LB ORI RE 500 A2 1 o8l 4 R B A A O
2 BERBIMRIE
2.1 EEREEH

h T PP AR R 8 A HEOTR S AR S ALORE R S (InformPSO) 0 B EUAR AL I B SIGER 1 42 R4k

e 7 RARTERE, 5T\ 10 A JEAED A 1) B IEAT 53 07, ¥ 1% 85125 5 HL A PSOSELVA AR FIdEAT T % HL.iX 10 ANJEE
B B AT AN [ R o, AT DA S 237 0 T SRR 0 AN [ SR 2R T sl F) AL A e
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FER 1 v v 2 DU oA BT A 45 5, FLAT AR (R IR E A, 3L P ) b A SR B /ML X b 4 e e A ALy~
TESE( . AL R B3 TR 06 S WA B . R K5 (Rosenbrock) 2 — AN 2 it (1) 42 28R 4k il A0 AR IX T A 58
PP O B R D B B BB A R A LS T Ak, T SR W S e B~ Fro 2 R 2RI
AR LR 1 22 06 R B A7 A KB SR SRR AL, P A R 6 SR R 2 R . AR A R PR L R8s J) 3 A A e A B
sk ).

Table 1 Ten benchmark functions
F1 10 MEHER

Name Function X f(x)
D
Sphere f=Yx% [0,0.,...,0] 0
i=1
D
Hyper-Ellipsoid f,=>1x [0,0,...,0] 0
i=1
D .
Sum of different powers f= %" [1.1,...,1] 0
i=1
D i ¢
Rotated hyper-ellipsoid 5S> BX; [0,0,...,0] 0
i1 1
D
Rosenbrock fy = [100- (X;,; —X7)* + (%, —1)?)] [1.1,...1] 0
i=1
Griewank f *LZD:XZ —fICOS L} [0,0,...,0] 0
6 4000 < i L ‘\/I’ 1y,
12 12
Ackley f, =20+e—20exp| 0.2 Bzxf - exp[BZcos(ani)} [0,0,...,0] 0
i=1 i=1
D
Rastrigin fy =Y [x —10-cos(2nx;) +10] [0,0,...,0] 0
i=1
D (Kmax ‘ ‘ Kmax ‘ ‘
Weierstrass fy= ;[é [a“ - cos(2mb (x; + 0.5))]}— Dé [a“ - cos(2mb" - 0.5)] [0.0....0] 0

a=0.5,b=3 Kmax=20

D L
Schwefel f,o =418.9829x D — in sin[| X; |2] [420.96,420.96,...,420.96] 0

i=1

22 SHKRE
oAy T AT B A 2 AN PSOSE I AR e n I e K1) P i, 2 M0 5 SCHR[6,9] 20 15 AL w=0.95~0.4, il
MR Y el=c2=2,1F W& 2./E3K 2 I, Initial range Ay KLY FK A7 E G [, Size by HE A AL, Dim Ay i) 5 4 5,
Max_Gen Jy fit K 2 AQ CH BR T SR ARG B e=107"0 LA f1~fs 2 i B 5 SCHR[6]— 3, 1M fo~fao 5 SCHR[9]—
F.AInformP SO 25 B . 7 [ 6 £F mF I A A (1 RLASE m, A8 8¢ 2 216 A 1 22 130 e 0 AL bl B2 038 2 2 08, 00 1
SEA 24t 3 B gBest S LR B4 (i, mZ U6 ¥ N 6.
Table 2 Parameter setting for ten benchmark functions

R2 10 NEMERHSHBCE

Function Initial range Max_Gen Size Dim
f1 [-100,100] 3000 10 20
fa [-5.12,5.12] 3000 10 10
f3 [-1,1] 3000 10 10
fa [-65,65] 3000 10 10
fs [-2.048,2.048] 3000 10 10
fe [-600,600] 3000 10 10
fz [-32.768,32.768] 3000 10 10
fg [-5.12,5.12] 3000 10 10
fo [-0.5,0.5] 3000 10 10
fio [-500,500] 3000 10 10
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2.3 FLERE
ARSI T PSO_w,FDR_PSO,CLPSO FI InformPSO iX 4 it PSO .3k % 5 2.1 75 1) 10 AN LUk o BOMAT
Wk, 4 FhELERCE TR S8 & 3.
Table 3 Experimental results for unimodal functions
F 3 RS AR

Best/Worst fitness value

Function PSO W FDR_PSO CLPSO InformPSO
N 7.69876-012 3.7170e-033 6.5649¢ 015 9.8482e—041
2.0264e-008 6.7152-032 1.1590e-014 8.9789e—041

. 9.5991e041 472036041 414416035 7.9497e—041
9.8230e-038 9.2995¢-041 1.7845¢-032 8.7664e—041

f3 8.6953¢—041 2.8954e—041 1.19326—041 7.1815e-041
8.9061e-041 5.3017¢-041 3.3693e-041 8.0803e-041

N 9.36306—020 5.72466—033 0.008 5 1.0624¢-035
4.7095¢-017 4.1311e-030 0.109 2 1.3780e-033

N 5.1222-020 9.1981e—041 7.59966_011 9.7949¢ 041
1.1557e-016 9.7118e-041 3.49846-006 9.8454e—041

AR A A H W TARAE PSO [ 2 AN A8l FARAS SCI A S A2 S BT AT DGR 1Y) PSO AR FH,
LR 0] - Uk R B AL, AR SC 1 B AR A 19 S B0HAT IR, FE 45 45 R -5 SCRR[9]HEAT Ll . 2 A PSO B R ik fan 1

1) R 2 3k ek (PSO_w) !

2) WeiA £ JR HPSO(PSO_cf_local)!

3) —JutkPSO(UPSO)E!

4) Fipst®

5) kN i B L I PSO(FDR_PSO)

6) ity >PSO(CLPSO)!

7) HIENY EUR S AE R PSO(InformPSO)

3(a)~ 3(i) B &7~ T PSO_w,FDR_PSO,CLPSOFInformPSOTE P ik bA Ff, ~F10 A 10 256 45 5N 4
3(a)~ & 3(e) Al LA HY, T B0 B8 B A, InformPSO g % 4 15 450 R 1) 38 283 1, A 25t e 8308 45 R e/
#5..PSO_W,CLPSOXT T b ¥y, fa, fs (I AL S5 V0K 1 RBEIE B 1072027 Pt T, o SN P EIA B 107%0 42 45 fH
DA A% YT SJCRE J32 0 AR A, PSO_wrH: 28 25 H L L S SO 42 T CLPSOXY E 3k 5 /™ Fpbég e 5 (¥ Ak i S5 I 22
18 X T+6p, 3, 53X 3 A FRLIGE 1 4, InformPSOTE 18 22 1) 42 3 i B¢ due Dt 1 . J8¢ (B 2412 DRI 1 F B 72,76 1 000 ¥k
AR A S5 A0 3 7 AR 138 44 B 3 21 HATORS 18 1070 33 i 8 -4 Jm e 0 A, L 4% RL B e 1k i 11 3(b)
3(c)~ E 3(e) iz HF Ffu,f, 06 B AL, InformPSO L Hofth 3 ANPSOZE i i SIS JiE oy , M0 S50 B 4R 45 0 2 5
PSO_w,CLPSOLL#L, il 3(a). Kl 3(d) o.M IE 3(a)~ 15l 3(e)Hhth I W 2 FIFDR_PSOXT 5 U o) £ (¥ LA 1 B4R
A AR SIOH FE AT SR AN Lt informPSO.

15 U o B fy ~ s b AR SRR % S AT 30 IR I APl R A DA B R 7R T A 3R 3 MRSk A T AR
(1 S 56 45 2R

311 PP AG I R 0 e 2 3 I JEE D 52 56 &5 L B 0 B M 156 B T InformPSOIZ AT L REAR T Hodth 3 A
PSOZZ it FDR_PSOW S0 [ LEPSO_WHICLPSOPR, Wi SAUKE S5 151, PSO_WHEFy, fa,fy, fs b6 5 _E LLCLPSOA %5 P 1 i
ST T AEf, B B _E, CLPSOHAS B 47 1) 45 . InformPSOZE R 3 14 T B e 7m 1% B3 RE s b ok 3 4 )48 2%
T3 1) AE 35 A AR HL P 3 B R AR RS P2 45 3R E R R A Jel WAC S0 B I 5 4 v s 2 e /N, LA e v A e
PERE B AL T oAt 3 P A FOR I I e AR R RN A S A 3 A BV b B i e FE TR g Best R (L 48 18, AN Bk
IEHFE 51 HARBORL K AT 1T InformPSOYE A — kA, B T e B 20 S B L 4% 5 1k oBlestm 15 1 {1/, S0V e A
AN I IR] Py 4R B 1 A 0 4 2R T 0, S B T MACSIOH T PSO ) T A AR F CLPS Ok i U6 i B ER 44 12 i e
2, EELE TR AR S & NS A pBest ) A8 X% S LR FF RN 2 R, B AT gBest ¥ 5] 51 T 3 Bl SIUR h 4%
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Fig.3 InformPSO vs. PSO_w, FDR_PSO, CLPSO on benchmark functions
K3 InformPSO 15 PSO_w,FDR_PSO,CLPSO 7 34k b 5 I 1 L 45
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ML 3(F)~ I 3() AT LA 52 31, B T AR Ak fo(weierstrass) % £ 5 InformPSOW 8 Lt FDR_PSOM 12 LAk 7E HoAth 2
e bR HCA AR 5 SR 35 A T-PSO_WAHIFDR_PSO; X - b 4ifs, fo, fo, ‘& REAT e RIEARIK AL N $RBNIX 3 A2 1 e 4L
(142 )5 e /N B ¢ PSO_WHRIFDR_PSO MY e M I W FE A 72 Ak 1 28, B T 7 (ackley) LA 43X /78 B 41 i AR 4]
SARDBERIORLISAT R P AR OEAR S A28 5 2 DR BE 1) 22 RE P SO SR T 6 — R s W AR 52 1T EL A 6 6 ) ek B
S5 HE A N PR, BT g BestAN FL 4% 1kt J0 30 AR (L 1) R 7 AR 40 J5e D I 3 AR Ak i 22 L (B 3(F)~ 11 3(h)~I&1 3(3)), B
K IR InformPSOTE fe, g, fo, 10 BRI ZHE A b ANS3 T AR FEAL I 53K B2 o 170 0 vk 1 e 7 2 b A5 L 1
BRI ESONR 48 ARORE (16 43 A 155 00 R 36 A IR B, 2 S 36 BT AT AR 1) >4 T e £ 7 T g Blest A3 188 0 i A e A1 48 R ) B
SEAT, NP S R B BEAR 2 REPE A R0 G T L A S g Best K B I Sk B R A 458 AR A IR AR T A AR S WA
B3N, i S W AT, L L AT B2 e 7 0k 3 s AR £, I L 5 e 306 9% 190 A S SLAT Aff 52 ok g Best Jmy 345 486 11, K1 bk, £ 3%
AR FE SR T Y. A AN W A A2 AR A, 1A 3 T A ARORE 1) RAT AR R b in e 1 i S

M2 3(F). B 3(h)~E 3() InformPSOM CLPSO ALy B At i 13 B 48 2% 4kt 25, InformP SO Mk 7k g 5
CLPSOAH % . L. & 3(K) A2 B AN 14E R #tfg(rastrigin e 20K 20 K IFISAT 459, v) BUE H, InformPSOYE i ok 411
WA R S A BB R . AN AN R R RAE D 0.995 0 (¥ s, 28 ek — SU kAR, B 1 B 1% R
TEARAR 5577 CLPSO M2 SR 7 2 K 1 5 2 28 S 158 0, 7 DA, MR B N — A SRl B O s i 3405 A L 45 i
OB 1% 0 I BT 1% R AR AE 55 B 3(g) th B 7R T InformPSOLL CLPSO L 4% 58 4 (1) W SIGH % AH X T Ackley
FSchwefel % 41, B H 15 FICLPSO HLUBE IS T — AN R i doe e 1, 32 22 T IX P A R BUR 8 e A 5 4 J dee i
AR S 2 A A2 T AV T o A S PR A A AR A P A 59 5 i R 1 Al 2 I I 1 4 R gBest A S B &
(1) 2 FL A Bl ML R A, DR X T L 2 bR B A A A DA H e S B A P 3(0)~ P 3(j) 3R W, X S PSO A% it 41 T 1% F
% Ackley Al Schwefel e %5 (1) 4x /i Ak /) .

15 20 06 pR B fo~Ty b AR RP ST SR8 4T 20 YRR 4 BoR T B RIEA BN ,PSO_w,PSO_cf_local,FIPS,
FDR_PSO,CLPSO#InformPSO 43 5l 71 20 X At Ak 455 A 22 U6 R B I T 45 280 1) 5 222 38 1 35 10 R e A0 338 7 (i L v,
TE Y EAE LA R ${f 2% 7% ,PSO_cf _local FIPS[1) 34 >k 15 T 3C#k[9],PSO_w,FDR_PSO,CLPSOAFInformPSO 1) 44 3
K HF AL

Table 4 Experimental results for multimodal functions
x4 DlERESLRSR

Best/Worst fitness values achieved

Function

PSO w  PSO_cf local FDR_PSO FIPS CLPSO InformPSO
; 01132 2.80e-002 0.0295  9.32e-002 6.7077e-008 0
6 0.1550 6.34e-002 02533  1.31e-001  0.007 4 0.0270

3.5527e-015 5.78e-002  7.1054e-015 3.75e-015 7.1054e-015 8.8818e-016

f 3.5527e-015 2.58e-001  7.1054e-015 2.13e—014 3.5527e-015 3.5527¢-015
s 49748 3.48e+000 3.9798 1.33e+000 0 0
10.944 5 9.05e+000 8.954 6 2.12e+000 0.9950 1.1955e-008
o 0 5.16e-002  7.1054e-015 2.02e-003 0 0
0.001 1 7.85e-002  2.4154e-004 6.40e-003 0 0
f10 475.270 5 2.93e+002 710.6301 7.10e+001 1.2728e-004 1.2728e—004
592.191 8 8.78e+002  1.1054e+003 1.50e+002 118.438 5 118.438 5

A WEERE 0 R T AEBOEARREUA  InformPSOXS T 1k 5 A 22 U6 b 55010 D A 340 BUA5 05 i 1) SR ARt
K5 L At fe, o Fo T R EARAL IR 25 FIESE 20 TSI KR T o P ST Ja) A AR AL 5 BAAR 8 S0E K 22 REMCS T 4
Jrid LA 0511 Ackley bR £ e PR WAL S TR P58 A2 et ) Joy #s Bpe DL A 8.8818e—016. 51256 45 SRR W, £ 13l iy 4 20 e ik
1 o8 BN PSO_wott TforRi #. CLPSOXS Tfe,fa,fobfi £+ InformPSOXT -fe, fe, fo bR £ fiE $ 211 42 Joj fr DL A, A7 24
T SIS AT LU InformP SO SR AP 32« WACSICHE FSE AN SR A7 10 e Ak W) Sl D 7§12 Y (K9 PSO AL Fi.

3 BERIERME
ASSEAR S RV TP A5 S O ST, 20 A T TRORE 8 2R AN A 2 14 5 2R AL PR E AR AN RS S A L
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A T R BB AL 1R ) 50 PSO S —— LI N O 5 A2 S LR ok B S0, O B 8 LI
T e 1 WeSis 4 R i U — U5 T, InformPSO 3 ik A5 B SR i 19 38 I 458 1R GHORE 1) AR AR e AR TORE
gBest [1VIE B AT vy 1 FHREIK) 22 BEVE; 55— T3 1, e B Ak £ 45 A1 (15 gBest RE RS A7 At i 22 3D, 1 A1 2 A I 1]
J¥ 4145 5 gBest BEAL A TAS N AEHY 15 530008 1 Ja) A B AL RE ) PR A2 S LRI AT LB 5| 5 gBest A7 A2 57 S
45 7R B SR AL T adk R N 22 W SR AE pR EOUAL T, s A R R BE R . SRIERS R . WS R L R
ST B AR i, A RE DL T BLAF PSO ek 5%,

{HJ2, 7t Schwefel Al Ackley St rb BAi 1A DB 51k AR LL A PSO PEAESEAE (L AENC S = 5 — =y
R X B p T3 A bR KR P e DI e A ) e DAL A O i SR ) B B R AR R R AR K U
Tl i R (0 AR 2 MR I R P 103 T gBest A2 57 5 2 IR FLAT BEAL I A, DR ) T 2R e B pI Ak, A A2 BA gk i
SR AR BE — AP ) AR T 1) 3 AT o RS K DN Ve 1, O 3SR Bl 1) A T ip A0 160 3K, 33— 20 50 SR i
SICVE BE, K HC Y P 1 RIS F) P 1 Ak A ) AL

Buft  AEot, FATEG AR AR MR B VP8 Al 44 W R N IR I /K9 Suganthan 202 ) AT 4 T
CLPSO [ ih4.
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