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Abstract: As a new kind of swarm intelligence optimization algorithm, brain storm optimization (BSO) has paid more
attention of more researchers in different fields. Based on the cluster operation and mutation of original BSO, a novel BSO
algorithm named difference brain storm optimization based on clustering in objective space (DBSO-OS) is proposed in this
paper to improve the performance of the original BSO algorithm. The clustering operation is designed in objective space
which can decrease the computation complexity comparing with clustering in decision space in the proposed algorithm.
The difference mutation operation is adopted to increase the diversity of the population. The simulation results of many
benchmark functions of different dimensions demonstrate that the proposed algorithm can not only improve the time perfor-
mance but also the precision. Moreover, the suitable parameter selection strategy is provided on the basis of the parameter
analysis of the proposed algorithm. And the combined heat and power economic dispatch (CHPED) are implemented to
evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm.
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J5 46 IBSOF VA 4 Sk fii A2 1) -0 i #2 4ih &
TR AR, ERIME RS, it R
K T7 AG TR 73 28, 1SRN L 2R IE] S el 1) 4%
AT HARMERIIAMAT SR, S8R “ 287 IiRdE,; 12
I EER b, AR R R R S — e Ya I B, BA
HE ORI 2 BEPE. AR 3R “CHCT SEt R 7 U4
7], AR TR Bt 1 AN ERCAR BSO Fi%. Shi%s
NP R A6 BSOK FH k-means 5 28 7 2URH iy 1748 57 52
AR TP AR I ST ZESCHR (31 R B SR 72T k-
medians 5 (1 3k i B LA 52, LAl k-medians
RIAE k-means TR IR i FOE I (I R0E; B &

A NI H T 28T 22 40 DA I Sk o R AR AL B
5 R AR N —Fh 4 521 28 95 77 2 (simple group
method, SGM){{ & k-means 28, I ZE B RAE
JEABSOH i i A8 5, $R M 1 — Tl et p) Sk i AU B
2:(modified brain storm optimization, MBSO), 2t &
VRAERL T IBATIN IR, RN ORHR B SR T SRR SR
FEE s W 0 S OITE 43 M S Jo X5 2 PR At 1, 32
TR AL A S X R SR (discussion me-
chanism based brain storm optimization, DMBSO), #2&
i 1 JEBSOBIIA SRR AR S 1t SR [ 71002548
HIBSOf# ¥ 2 H #& 1] #l(multi-objective brain storm
optimization, MOBSO), F JE S FCHE /7 k%t B E 25 /i
F RS SEHEAT 58T, 3R] 7 BSOFEMR IR 2 B b i)
AR S5 2 AR RI RS, Shil® g Hid T
xf H R [E] 70 28 (RIDRG SR SR ANE T ) SR AU A%
TR A SRR TT %, R 1 J T F b 2 1) 19 S J X2
SHIEBSO-08), R ARMNR 1 HIEAISATHE, BT
TRNEINE R

M IR BRI T FE R DA H, Sk X R B e R B
EBERE FURIRZ O, R BT R AT NI SE T T
. SCHER[B1 AR 1 B AR A R KM EEA TS, H
RBEAEEO 5, RO 70 38 BAN, Sl ae 5
() J BRI R BSOS U Sl et AT — € 5 H.
I, AR SCAE AR B oA b, i “ 57 “B” A7
NI AT, BT @R T H AR A SRR 2 03k
Jibi M S7i5(DBSO-0S), Jdid Il e Bont Sk ik
RetAT o0 M. FESRIEA b, XSk d IS8 Fel 2 5K
FAHOT VL RE RIS R FE AT 207, 45 T2 T
H b7 [ 52K 1 22 7y BSORIE M S AE S Bk £ 07 %,
H5ZAFEBATH A, 45 RRW SR H m R,
2 IR R A S A 5B (The prine-

iple of brain storm optimization)
2.1 kiR % (Brainstorming)

K0 AT AT S T S il X R, SRR
I, 2 E QG KA F-BHA T 19394 1
U, 19534F 1E 2R & 1) — MU PR [ 480705,
HEMB BRI T ok

SR SUR S
Step1 RHREZ AR SRAINIAE ik,
Step 2 i BLTA S i X Z% IR AR A7 O AN L

A S AT REZ AR
Step 3 A 35 Ay il AU 41 5 3 2 Hh e ok

] 8 BE G ARG
Step 4 Fl fIStep 34 t A8 7% L H AR ARV B v

MERAE R, MRS B A Sk i X T A A e 4 K
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Step 5 ikl R A 35 Bk Step 47 A2 (1 JLAN U

ARV
Step 6  BEALIEH HIXF GAT N Z AR BLATA Sk

i X R R R 7 A B 2 AR
Step 7 kAl RERFATE PR ) LA IO
Step 8 7 B H 8 E G IF Q& A AR

PRI, S0, BEAT T — kIR A
EIRID B b R B ) BLTA S A R R AR

RIREIN R “ EEAMAIR, 547 O BUKANE; B3R %

B MK R RERE, KRR RZE R

" ak IERE, RIS A 3 B B A, RI:
1) AR, 4R IR A O AT REZ HOARE:

2) Phik, TR M ARZ AT B LF AR,
3) PR, BEIE 5 8 B I 7 A o e PRk

i R R I AN AR BT AR, AN R 4

REVE, AT “4R2R 7 DUARE SR Z4E s LA,

2.2 kiR EARALFE (Brain storm optimization)
BSOsZHE T SR MR 135 1 A ok ) ) RELAE,

Hishil2 7E201 145 55 2.0 [ Bn B A4 2 A 2 130 b 5t .

FESET, B — DA — AN EAE 1 ) LR 8,

MR R AR S BEAT MR BT, X e S

NG R 1 R AR ABL. BSOS I S Bk R AH X

PRA T B, RN s
S R @A I R
Step 1 FREERILGLL;

Step 2 VFHIIMA, K,

Step 3 FEAEHTMA;

Step 4 BB AHEAIIERF0,

Step 5 & B AIRIE AR EI o HH AL AMA, 15

%% Step 2.

3 BARAE IR R ZE 57 Sk i X 5L (Differ-
ence brain storm optimization algorithm
based on clustering in objective space)

3.1 Z=5kMWi X F E % (Difference brain storm op-

timization algorithm)
& e IBSOK I e 7 BB HLE SR S B 24 i Ak 0 448

. A —AUMAER R In(1):

Xr(liew = Xgelecled + 5(/”‘7 0)7 (1)
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Fort: X eoea RN IEFEAMEM S dYE, X, /&7 A1)
WMARIEEA4E, §(p, o)A NIIE . Lo NTT ZE ]
HrBEAL R H, 2 — MR S T VAR B R H, R
A
¢ = logsig((max_iteration/2 — iteration)/K) * rand,
2)
Hr: logsig(O)&— NS £ 4% 3 B 4L, max _iteration
i KIEAIREL, iteration y 9 ANE AL, K KL
Alogsig O HIRIE, Al T L &R R 2 R R
(I E, rand=2E (0, 1) Z [AI I REHLAE.
AR e — A AR 7 5 RS B R BUE,
5 N R R R3] 1A 5. logsig() BEUH
BN, 1), BARE € (0,1). 1M i 37 73 A1 ik 3o Ji 0,
B8 o — s I, e 30 R 2 AR ) 28 K 22 BB AE (—
30, p+ 30) 18], WEFrR. BIHCR s A 5, A2
5 VU B AR — A [ E Y 2 9. B2 = 0,
o = 1, max_iteration= 10008 A8 7 &= HUH, 7] W25 57
BIVEE (-3, 3), A2 (—2.5,2.5) Z[H.

/N
f}

/ 95.45% \

99.73%
| 1N

L ]
5 4 3 2 -1 0 1 2 3 4 5
K1 A

Fig. 1 Gaussian distribution

0 5(I)0 IOIOO 1 5I00 2000
IERIREL
B2 p=00=1HTRE
Fig. 2 Variancein y =0,0 =1

FERRE N BEAT S DR 4 R I, BTG 3E S 1]
WP ST — A, BREAT 2RI R, BRIk T
figb Jo R (R B AR BT, N R HEAT R, BRI A
AR S B LEBOK, Ja I /S, w28 S IE R AT

X4, H AR R B B AT E, A
S AR AN RIE B AN, mi R R
AT IR T 5 5 S L S A i ek L v 2 0 A R
He BEALBR ORI R Ais 5, Hos SRR FE AR
B,

NI, ASCR 229028 5 R AR BSOH ) e 7
A RSB SOMEHITRZAE I, Bk ansN3)ps:
d { rand(Lq4, Hy), rand() < P,

Lhew —
" x(sjclected + rand() * (.%'1 - .’1;'2), 3\:1’@,

3)

o 2l SR AR S L, o0 SR A

HIEEdYE, La, Ho NS A4ER) LRI, o, mo 9fE2 U4

SRS FERI P AR ANMA. D9 T ORAFFRIEER 2 REE,

B LB JR B S, BT IR Py, TR (5138 9

ZHR B AE[0.001, 00110 B34k BEELLF, A SCHUP,

=0.05.

MA@ TS, 52 A L, 229038 57 o

I BEAL R B DY VR I8 5, ia BB 2 B D,

Hizfr#E R, mMHERER AR T

AR P LA AT R, RTHRAEAIAE 3R 1 2 ORE

FER B IE R T, REAS S A7 M S AR N AR AL =

AR, HERMESE S, B, Z0RREWAER

LA A B P R T R AN A R R, A RO

SEVERE.

3.2 HnZEERERMZE D R X R AL (Dif-
ference brain storm optimization algorithm
based on clustering in objective space)

RISEBSORINF ., 2 ARZBSOWTTL#H —E LA

SKEGHE TR . AEARZ BT 7o, B2 TRKTT

X5 REFIER I, B 4aBSOH i 58 K 5%

Jk-meansZ& 2K, MR T 2825 1) () e 1% B SR R4

(RITIHTENEEAT B FE3C[ 715 ER I BSOf TR 2 H
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N IR U R AL, SC 814 14T

F bR [ SR BS O SE , I I 3 W P HE P i i 2

(8] 70 RS SR AN AR, B 2 7 RSEIRR TR &

(B IRIERAEAE B ARS8 (P AT, SRR A Rtk

J R R By 0 £ 48 A 5 8k — 2D it 7. AT,

AR TR FNE R 5 HART A IR ) H e [a], i

REAMATE H br s 18] B B R B o MR E T 702K, il

o R B AR T B H b T SR ZE

Sk RFEMALFIE IR RE. k-means RISEFEUTT:
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4 ESREKSH 5 M (The simulation res-

ults and the parameter analysis)
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TEZRH, f1(z) i ] 5 1 B UG AF R 2 Spherre,
b TR BN BALAE, 76(0,0,-- -, 0) IR /IMHEO; fo(x)
N E AR B BT 1) 2 B R B Rastrigin, 75 A 2
B A LON A R RAE A5, (0,0, - -+, 0)f H/IMEO;
f3(z) N 2 HE 25 BR BMinima, = 30 18 5 B 4E %0
FRARHE N, 5 PN R AR, f/ME S —78.3323;

fa(x) NZ G Griewank, J&EHAE 2 HE 4EEA T
800, 5 H T IR I 52 e i 24 0 AN W B A, BT DA
AR G Tk

NVEL 53 B Sk I PERE, AT IR0 B XS Lo R
P53, — R RN BN EIRERE R s2 ), g A
RS H T BSOSE RIS LA,

1 MRk £

Table 1 Benchmark function

RRVESE R He/MH
fi(z) = ﬁ 7 (—100,100)" 0
=1
fa(z) = ]Zv; (22 — 10cos(27a;) + 10) (—5.12,5.12)T 0
1=1
f3(z) = % f) (z} — 1622 + 5z;) (—5,5)T —78.3323
=1
N
fa(z) = ﬁ RCHEI Cos(%) +1  (—600,600)" 0

=1 i=1

4.1 FEANFXDEBSO-OSHIEAMERE ML (The
impact of clustering number for DEBSO-0S)
NITTEHCEL, FEAH 2 0 B 2 i B 4t
—NR2PUR.
% 2 DEBSO-OS15 A 43¢
Table 2 The parameters for DEBSO-0OS

N N T Psa Poo DPsviii Poe P

80 2—-16 1000 0.2 0.8 0.4 0.5 0.005

Forb NN FREERURE, TR RIEARIKEL, NN
A BB FEBEALIE, X T8 — 0K R
B —4Er 45 R, 31217301153 2351, FT-10
YA T B BRATE A Y B RIS R RN 1 SRS
FEE AN AL T AR, Horr s R BT R m AR,
B 5 e s AT B e - I ).

M3 H AT LUE H, X T Sphere i 48, 7£5 dim,
50 dim, 200 dimH, ZE22R A L HAD RN E IR
A EL AT 7250 dim By 5328 1) SR I 18] e J, (HL
FEAES dim, 200 dimf, JE220 U0 R e, 7T LA
F HDEBSO-OSH. 1% F Sphere pf H 1 5225 s 1 14
REJE LU F. B TR SRR K, &
AbFA R I HE AR

MFATE H, X FRastriginef 8, 765 dim e, 2
KB GG LA K &, fHLES0 dim, 200 dim

, SR [P Ll L Ath B SRAN B I SR R B 4T
7£5 dim, 50 dim, 200 dimf, ZE22 ) F-HLh a] He .

MRS PLE H, BT Greiwank BB %L, 7£5 dim

B, SERANECN 128, FARKE FERUT, 7£50 dimb,

ERMIANBONARE, FARE FERLF, (H4E200 dimH,
SRS b A SR SRS B 1) TG B AR s AES
dimff, ZE3FEMFULI AL, {H4E50 dim, 200 dim
B, SR T B 1) b I Ath SR AN -4 B 1]
B

MF6H 1] LLE H, XF T-Minimakf %, 7£5 dim,
50 dimf, B 2K A BOR SRS FE I 5% &, #F
200 dimH, ZE22 1) b HAh 2R AN K TS FE
LT #E5 dim, 50 dim, 200 dimiF, 322 19 S48
(i) F KL

R 3-6 M XF & A BN HN2- 167840 I 5%
PFIEE R RIgeit, vTUURIL, SFF4a k2 5
BRI, TE FEBA BN FIEAUA & f i iS40
KR, 1 A A et e PR RE. B kA, A
SR FH B bR B, BRAR R R T AN F], v ok 23 (]
(R AR5 S, (HET R T 5 E AR AL ). RSO E
A I H AR () R SISk i AR IS AR, bR
R R, B EmE, M55
PR RT LU AR RRIE AT 58 A 1 X 47, TEERAS
HP) 3 22 AN A A3 Sk S 2R R, Ty B 5 =
FECARAN R B SE I R T, I8 AN PR ) A
B ST AR NS, R, 75— 42 e) ik Rk,
MY RE A SEVR I S 2R 5, Ty LR s () 2
PRI T ST ), BZE AR T BE M R

MERBAEC2T, ISR — AT T
AR, AR ETEEA S8 RO E,
BIXF T IR I AR X, BEE A
NSRS TR A ESS R (=RSIIERER -5 S VWY S h il
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UEAE S RE T DR 53 A — R g 53R 7
2 ARG N AR BEAT L 25 HE e, SRR AR 25 Z B
KM R Z I8 TF, 50 WA 8, HD 3R

. BRI R

Step 1 PFn MM, FHZIRE S BATHIY

% 3 Sphere ) $ 1 &2 i Ao &R EANEKT 09 F- A 2 Ao FHE BT 18]

N T AR JTAE, I IR e H R

OSHLVfajid ABSOL.

Step 2 T E AR PR Az,
Step 3 7Ei A BE Emax(Az; ) &b, K Ao I,
BB ICONRE S, JE 0 .

F.HDEBSO-

Table 3 The optimization precision and elapsed time of Sphere under each dimension and

the clustering number
Sphere
THH : ‘ :
5 dim 50 dim 200 dim
FHREE FARES A A FHeh A IS FLRTTE
2 8.81e — 145  3.27936 4.07e — 14 4.69532 0.143518  12.8855
3 3.33e — 119 3.28492 2.46e — 11  4.65862 0.947435 12.9001
4 2.71le — 105 3.29630 1.38e — 09  4.69054 3.91381 12.9155
5 4.53e — 94 3.29564 2.07e — 08 4.78894 9.55552 12.9245
6 6.25e — 87 3.31422 2.05e — 07 4.74248 18.3328 12.9438
7 4.09e — 82 3.31497 8.43e — 07 4.75153 29.9046 12.9593
8 7.11e — 77 3.33196 4.92e — 06 4.75978 42.1880 13.0502
9 5.34e — 73 3.34044 1.37e — 05  4.79061 64.2403 13.0863
10 7.19e — 69 3.42123 4.90e — 05 4.78274 97.4012 13.0283
11 8.97e — 67 3.37583 0.000193 4.79910 134.948 13.0473
12 9.84e — 64 3.37637 0.000469  4.81987 218.887  13.0626
13 1.50e — 61 3.38236 0.001286  4.84280 300.709 13.1382
14 1.94e — 58 3.40445 0.003230 4.86499 412.958 13.1549
15 9.45e — 56 3.41022 0.005556  4.86888 546.412 13.1735
16 8.78e — b4 3.41266 0.011339  4.87371 679.018 13.2014

& 4 Rastrigind $ A2 &2 & Fo &R K ANHCTF 69 A B Ao F-HL BT 1]
Table 4 The optimization precision and elapsed time of Rastrigin under each dimension and

the clustering number

Rastrigin
5 dim 50 dim 200 dim
SkEEE ST KL ST FHHKEREE S T
2 0 3.29038 0.00154 5.05116 6.043e + 03 15.2033
3 0 3.30007 7.47588 5.22628 7.225e + 03 15.2975
4 0 3.31152 25.2375 5.21736 7.749¢ + 03  15.4725
5 0 3.32114 35.0162 5.24939 8.427e + 03 15.6088
6 0 3.33844 59.1543 5.30026 9.083e + 03 15.6193
7 0 3.35115 72.9152 5.30367 9.909¢ + 03  15.6828
8 0 3.36687 93.8745 5.40787 9.906e + 03 15.7114
9 0 3.37616 1.080e + 03  5.36591 1.084e + 04  15.6904
10 0 3.39621 1.163e + 03  5.40248 1.099e + 04  15.7453
11 0 3.40896 1.427¢ + 03 5.41782 1.161e+ 04 15.8500
12 0 3.41881 1.670e 403  5.43931 1.251e+04 15.9046
13 0 3.44482 1.728¢ + 03  5.45698 1.322e + 04 15.9106
14 0 3.44820 1.972e + 03  5.48408 1.306e + 04 15.9735
15 0 3.47676 1.938¢ 4+ 03 5.51378 1.314e +04 16.0149
16 0 3.47403 1.884e + 03  5.54470 1.407e + 04 16.0253
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% 5 Greiwank b #7E &- 4 B Ao & T8 AT 09 F-HM B A= F-E 0T 1]

Table 5 The optimization precision and elapsed time of Greiwank under each dimension and

the clustering number

Greiwank
LA
5 dim 50 dim 200 dim

FUKERE ST SKERE SR SRR SRR
2 0.014208  4.16371 0.000903  6.12826 0.049103  16.3120
3 0.018969 4.14733 0.001642 6.13457 0.301738 16.4704
4 0.017162  4.18358 0.000247  6.16926 0.698246  16.6633
5 0.013467  4.19773 0.003608  6.29648 1.03027 16.7634
6 0.018724  4.21526 0.000493  6.29046 1.15617 16.8602
7 0.012480  4.25513 0.001233  6.29628 1.28718 16.8937
8 0.014450 4.29888 0.001402 6.38467 1.44222 17.0224
9 0.015599  4.29131 0.002400  6.40441 1.62008 17.2200
10 0.015272 4.32575 0.001048 6.45704 1.87846 17.3133
11 0.013219  4.34791 0.001905  6.50996 2.32496 17.4060
12 0.011414  4.37580 0.002673  6.55663 2.88933 17.5324
13 0.019872 4.40034 0.002646 6.70290 3.77841 17.6375
14 0.013793  4.42272 0.005559  6.64157 4.85809 17.7310
15 0.023773  4.43656 0.009357  6.66062 6.06170 17.8369
16 0.017733  4.47553 0.016509  6.71076 7.39601 17.9440

% 6 Minimad#7E & 4 B Fo &5 AT 09 F-HM B A= F-HE 0T 18]

Table 6 The optimization precision and elapsed time of Minima under each dimension and

the clustering number

Minima
5 dim 50 dim 200 dim

SRR FARmSTE] FCKEEE AR (A FUCKEEE SRR
2 —78.3323  3.40415 —78.3323  6.19760 —76.3139  19.0165
3 —78.3323  3.44428 —78.3323  6.23811 —73.2504  19.1701
4 —78.3323  3.58257 —78.3323  6.29090 —69.4609  19.2653
5 —78.3323  3.46028 —78.3323  6.30427 —67.5982  19.4082
6 —78.3323  3.48343 —78.3323  6.35569 —65.0596  19.5425
7 —78.3323  3.48786 —78.3323  6.37087 —65.3063  19.6472
8 —78.3323  3.51281 —78.3321  6.55309 —63.2086  19.7334
9 —78.3323  3.52584 —78.3318  6.50598 —61.4462  19.8204
10 —78.3323  3.55163 —78.3317  6.53066 —60.4829  19.8715
11 —78.3323  3.60423 —78.3306  6.57872 —59.7747  19.9174
12 —78.3323  3.58804 —78.3297  6.59561 —59.1137  20.0138
13 —78.3323  3.57658 —78.3156  6.63598 —58.6150  20.1154
14 —78.3323  3.60389 —78.2995  6.67300 —56.9772  20.1997
15 —78.3323  3.59445 —78.2905  6.67469 —57.0165  20.2766
16 —78.3323  3.61131 —78.1948  6.72769 —56.0952  20.3846

4.2 BSO1EE:5H e BSOHE KN (The cont-
rast of BSO1 and other BSO algorithms)
TR A R4 R 27 30, 100, S004ERT,
X A ST H )38 I B 1 SR 7 U IBSO1 S X
R [5]FIMBSO, SCiik [81FIBSO-OSHEA T4t LL 43 Hr Al
bAR. S HEEM S B R TITR.

Fi 5 HEEMATLAB2015a b S23i, 920676 AH [F]
FIMLEs 3Z4T, N 2.40 GHz Intel core i3 CPU, 2 GB
RAMAIWindows 7#:E R4, & HIEES 44312
17300K, ICF P58 miLE . B E. T EME
ATHS ], it 25 1 WARS, N RIZFR R .
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Table 7 The parameters of comparison algorithms
Sk ZH

BSO-OS perc, =0.1, pe = 0.2, pone =0.8, k=25, u=0,0=1
MBSO pr = 0.005, pso = 0.2, pe, = 0.8, M = 5, population= 100
BSO1  pgpiii = 0.4, pgc = 0.5, max_iteration= 2000

k& 8 AR H AR R FIHE, KA, RHE, T £ BATH ]
Table 8 The mean, optimal, worst, variance and elapsed time of different algorithms for different functions
Benchmark ¥t 4E/% AP A wIUE A Ji% 14T A]/s

BSO-OS 9.356e —34 6.73le —34 1.246e —33 1.975e — 68 21.0504
30 MBSO 5.177e — 57 1.924e — 61 8.229¢ — 56 3.10e — 112 20.5688
BSO1 1.705e — 73  3.350e — 77 1.728e — 72 1.37e — 145 13.5724

BSO-0S 1.048918 0.454271 1.689933 0.0719228 24.0608
Sphere 100 MBSO 1.607e — 17 7.733e —19 1.519e — 16 1.216e — 33 30.5712
BSO1 1.010e — 21  1.712e —22 3.368e —21  7.849e — 43 16.8860

BSO-OS 1.448e¢+ 03 1.244e+03 1.762e+403 1.792e + 04 40.5200
500 MBSO 0.044262 0.024633 0.115148 2.708e — 04 85.9082
BSO1 0.008548 0.004704 0.014437 7.398e — 06 33.5656

BSO-0S 32.5291 18.3108 60.6644 90.2303 16.8342
30 MBSO 0 0 0 0 15.4702
BSO1 0 0 0 0 15.6650

BSO-OS 2.728¢+4 02 1.633e+02 3.328¢+4 02 1.45% + 03 19.5869
Rastrigin 100 MBSO 6.790e — 08 4.215e — 12  8.423e — 07 3.508e — 14 25.6967
BSO1 2.741e — 04 7.604e — 11 0.008198 2.239e — 06 14.2531

BSO-OS 2.977e+ 03 2.830e+03 3.203e+ 03 8.214e + 03 43.2115
500 MBSO 1.948e 403 1.733e 403 2.319e 03  2.000e + 04 86.7294
BSO1 2.075e + 03 1.769e + 03 2.360e 4+ 03  1.490e 4 04 34.6316

BSO-0S 0.005912 0 0.029552 6.760e — 05 25.2396
30 MBSO 0 0 0 0 30.3147
BSO1 0 0 0 0 20.1390

BSO-0S 0.116911 0.070669 0.175699 6.067e — 04 35.2640
Griewank 100 MBSO  4.105e — 04 0 0.012316 5.056e — 06 51.5386
BSO1 0 0 0 0 31.5623

BSO-OS 4.452e 402 2.07le+02 8.576e+ 02 2.602e + 04 84.4789
500 MBSO 0.008962 0.003908 0.030793 2.780e — 05 124.748

BSO1 0.004210 9.352e — 04 0.080467 2.076e — 04 42.5401

BSO-0S —73.4630 —77.3898 —69.8502 3.006635 21.6899

30 MBSO —78.3323 —178.3323 —178.3323 0 17.1195

BSO1 —178.3323 —78.3323 —78.3323 0 11.8680

BSO-0S —67.5347 —69.4524 —64.1852 1.806768 23.7691

Minima 100 MBSO —78.3323 —78.3323 —178.3323 1.671e — 27 29.8191
BSO1 —178.3323 —78.3323 —78.3323  4.526e — 28 17.6412

BSO-0S —52.8975 —55.1170 —50.8101 1.032188 55.2891

500 MBSO —73.7509 —78.1819 —67.3678 10.05406 86.9617

BSO1 —71.2136 —77.9252 —64.9661 12.67040 44.5234
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HHRSMEE KT LLE ), Z 0 R ICAEReik 2tk
e M AR S S R L AR RO, T ES A
S AN nvekiz B, A b e AR S w1 BE A n ke
bRz 5, XA FHlogsigOrRECR U, S b 18 B ]
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T B MK BR 5 AE 1004E B, MBSOGE 17 i [H] 33 K
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Fig. 4 Different algorithms in different function optimization curve of different dimensions
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PRI B PRI, HIET Z AT HHe, 15 H7E SR
B2 A A BT B RE, BT AAEXT R TT
1 et 2 J5 , SREAE I T4 B J7 T 4515 T BSO-
OS, TAEFHLKEEE 7 AR 5 MBSOART B,
5 SEBRRA(The practical application)

N T S INIE FE AR R e, AT RAHL ) &
G AL BRI FE (combined heat and power eco-
nomic dispatch, CHPED) [f] @ K i3F 17 177 B¢, #4 BBk
RN Y I, AR R T s — e T
W, AE R OR ) FUH P AR E g (RIS, A e B AR,
WK 3 = A T I 55 203K . fECHPED jr] {1,
A& T AN AL FAR RS A I FA LA,
— MHUA K I E R R, [RGB AELE
T, BV R B R AL R P N7 4 il A L 97
fap FFA AT 1 75 2K, T ELAE ARG = ML, RS
RAMFBRAEH AR BTk, BRI —H A
HHE R HHIEE X, #2, CHPED || il g T £ 4
AARA, ] .

AR THLA A4S LA H Rl i T ICHPED
R, USRI BAAZE0E LS [9-10]. B8R H
ERPEATIIE, K525 A R F &, 7271
HF O D) AIASHLLH (FEL2) T 73 1) % B e KIEARIK
HCH300H1800, S HARSHUK B WZk9.

% 9 BSOIHH 4K E
Table 9 The parameters of BSO1
TR AR
100

B Psa  Peo  Poviii  Foc

0.005 0.1 08 04 05

SFHRIBAT30IK, 152 B AU E AT 4E, K
IBAT IR T, 2 -1 B A f DA B Wi sl 6. 3
PLEE R 5225 SCRAXT L an# 10.

%10 B H A AKFIT R
Table 10 Comparison of optimal costs obtained by
different algorithms for test Case 1

Rk HOIETRIS  IBATI A s
psot'!! 10613 5.3844
EpUU 10390 5.2750
DE!! 10317 5.2563
RCGAI'?! 10667 6.4723
BCO!! 10317 5.1563
Cpso™! 10325.3339 3.29
TVAC-PSO®!  10100.3164 3.25
TLBO!!” 10094.8384 2.86
OTLBO"™  10094.3529 3.06
BSOI 10093.6666 3.7420

HR 10MR117] WL, %I T CHPED [, Joit /&
X FTHLEE )48 H1L41, BSO1{ENE & 5 TH A % 1 &
AR F, L 20T 4 A 8F (I TLBOMOTLBO. £
I I PERETT THI, %48 LT &, BSO1EE W BAL T
FHAHIPSO, EP, DE, RCGAFIBCO, 5CPSO, TLBO,
TVAC-PSOFIOTLBOA Lk A Ltk . 7THLA iz
AT L TLBORE K.

EISFIEl67 il 2h T PR ATRIAR T S e Sl th
2. ST L, A SCREAAESOAR PG i 83 1
B A AR, BSOTENE i1 B Ge i i 2 i | A4 1, 15
FEN T A B REEAH R, WE T HHIFEIRE IR,
SERREER R RE RIS £ .

% 11 BHREFA2T ORI T AT
Table 11 Comparison of optimal costs obtained by
different algorithms for test Case 2

Hik OIS BT /s
CPSO™ 119708.8818 14.00
TVAC-PSOP!  117824.8956 13.44
TLBO! 116739.3640 10.38
OTLBO!'” 116579.2390 10.93
BSO1 116362.4053  10.0896
1a 20 : : : :
] P \I/l//J
1.12 ” B
1.10 + 1.015 T T q
_i" 1.08 1.010F _ AT
¥ 1.06 1.005 P ]
240 260 280 300
1.04 E
1.02 L\ E
100 1 1 1 1 1
0 50 100 150 200 250 300
AR TEL

& 5 L1 FBSO1 skt 2

Fig. 5 The cost convergence curve of BSO1 for test Case 1
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Fig. 6 The cost convergence curve of BSO2 for test Case 2
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6 .45(Conclusions)

ARSI S R A LI <57 “B AT
N EANERERFER I AT, 32 H T — P T H AR s B R
I 2253 S o RS SRR 1 R i) 22
AR S BUAR IR BSOS Hh (1) e ] P AR S, Bl K
0T AR 2R B B AR A R RS T R
EREITIAL, BRAC T R B . @ L
ZHCFRI REREAT 23 M o] LA Y, AR SCREAME T
A v, 1 LU0 P TR, A — M R R R
REALACTIE. ST HE ) RGE IR 22 5 A 5 i)
AL RIS AL ZH 17) R AT 47 B 4 #, &5 SRR W
ARSI B SR e @A AR AT (0 1 . S
BE— DR TR N F 0y e 2B T — L it
FLNZY.
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