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A multi-subgroup hierarchical hybrid of genetic algorithm and
particle swarm optimization

JIN Min', LU Hua-xiang
(Artificial Neural Networks Laboratory, Institute of Semiconductors, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100083, China)
Abstract: To make use of the strong global search ability of the genetic algorithm and the high convergence rate of
the particle swarm optimization, we combine these two algorithms and propose a multi-subgroup hierarchical hybrid of
genetic algorithm and particle swarm optimization (HGA—-PSO). This hybrid algorithm adopts a hierarchical structure; the
base level is composed of a series of subgroups of Genetic algorithms, which provides the global search ability of the entire
algorithm. The top level comprises all elite subgroups consisting of the best individual of each subgroup, which performs the
accurate local search by using the particle swarm algorithm with cramped initial velocity. The global convergence analysis
of HGA-PSO is given in this paper, and the performances of HGA-PSO have been evaluated through seven Benchmark

functions. The experimental results show that the proposed method is superior to other related methods.
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1 5|5 (Introduction)
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L (genetic algorithm, GA) & —RfH4E44)
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{Eipan, (t). ARAEPSOBILIE BRI B ) B T AR

vi(t + 1) = wo(t) + erri(p,, (1) — (1)) +

cor2(p,, (8) — ®i(t)), (1)

z;(t+1)=x;(t) + v (t + 1), (2)
o v, Fllae; 23 93 2 7 B0 A WL~ 1R 3 B ) ot RO
W] &5 w b T A (inertia weight); g Flley 24 DI &
H(acceleration constant); 7y Fl oy APIANE [0, 1] TEH
PR NIE 5 3 A R AT LA B

LT EOCAL 1T 5 5 SR e SR B, A8 TR
ARB1 G AL ERIO S 2 AR B T T2 N .

2 WK (Present situation of research)

TR AR EEA RO AT A — P TR Ak
WHEEA, EATH B 5 R ORI, R A7 A
FELCERFERIA L . B EEA LLRR N 2 R R B ),
R R 2R e R 22, S BUR Al st Bk LR 2
I, AR S S AR A TR BEDL A S B T 52,
WSS PR A, AL I PR A WAL S B Bk, 3 BRI R 22
FEPE R B, 2R e KA, 2 kA s,

FETHS /N A 1) JE R, GAFIPSOSE I 1R
BRI, SR, B SERR A ) H AR 2R, el
AR AR B A T 2 ik, AR D0 A8 (I TR AN SR figd i |
HLAF TN, BRI SEE e LA R A
JAE. BT BRI LT BAMOAL
e N BLREPY & g5 Gk, BKAME, BFFTH MERE
AR S

H P8 88 17 X B R, — okl
FIEMIEAREAET I ANPSO 53, K PSOF LM
fiE. Angeline | NI AL H] i PSOS VAN et
WSO FE . AR AT F 5, EREHLEI SRR 2
FEVE B G 2K, 094 2% BE ) 1 2% A9 55 6 2. Arumu-
gam®5 A{EPSOSTILHGIN T A g AE U2, AR S 4
SN RT DUSE IR 2R, — e R b T 5
ARSI BE, (HAS A LSRR B A BURFAE.

Ty ) e A e B9 DA () A5 A 3R AT VR
AU H i A CA VR A S T DU &
HH S IPES101 IR 31470 o 3= BV A T 5 o
e FR B — AR @A rpou) B AR AR AT 13
FERRAERURL 7 HEOUAL; FFEIDEN S feds— AR I 7%
HOR R — 0 b =, SR R RRL R A e —
AR, 0 FARE R A R B R RN, HR TR &
SRS 25, AR, X
PIRR T TR B SRR R e ) S LG A (R et AR S
BE R RO 5. (E R IX P RS 7 2 s R A
(149 T i, R T A B TR - B AR A Ak 1 [ 5 1 b Ao
WA 15 TN, % B HAB RS B8 0 KA.
DRI A ot A% SRR AR B LA I R & FIe AR 24
PR ).

AR SR, EAR TR A h T 32 B s P A Y

BIR i, AN R REAE A BRVEH A 42 R AL, P e 23 B

H TS TR AREL, AR RAT BT AR RE S

R R FNER B Al AR E I h 280

R SERR BT REORIK B AR L H . A

FENPER PR A LA A BRI Y, Py

A R T THT AR A ORI L BT e 6 TR S A7

AT A7) T HoAth 2 A B B0 7. SR 525

P A, AT DU R BE A AT TR A, i ASs

SR B Al 2 BB . AR B AR R

PR TP R A SR RO IR TR S B

SER M 0 J2 458, 2 d1— RPN 7R, K

WL AR, TTIRAR I 4 R R RE Ty R N

MR Z TR PR LR NOR SR, T2

KA SR BIE, SR PSOSE AT K i Jy F A9 2%, n

PRSI E . AR MR M LA S ) 25T,

e R R S R R AT 1 20 &, BT o pRiiesi

M, ST LA S St s RS 2 PR R B 55 4

JRTERAETT, A REIR T 4R R R e ) S S )

TIE.

3 BEHRAR TR Z TR EIRE
4 (Multi-subgroup hierarchical hybrid of
genetic algorithm and particle swarm opti-
mization)
HGA-PSOSIEH MR A ZT57 X B 1R, i

JZ BN 5 REAL R, R AL Sk, 224

DU R, REAN AR, REITE TR R

AR T B2 IR S8, RAIPSOREIEL, &=

TR TORF IR R R, ISR

— ¥ GA RN B L 48 FI2, Ml FJEPSOR
-------- =N GABEMN_FJZPSOBEH BENLER AR B AR IR,
BEHLE: Bt B O A
K 1 HGA-PSO HIkRIBEAMAZL LU

Fig. 1 Organization structure of individuals of HGA-PSO
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sk A, BN GAFHE 2 RS e BaA L
RAFEA KL AR AE, FEALE et B DR
&, 2k, HGA-PSOEE M S 1HIZ 1T 45 . N1-GA
FREE B T MRS TR AR, AWIEER, B2 215
1EAEN A 1 F. 2 HGA-PSOS AL,

| N GATRE |
I

!
| N TR TE TR S

!

U GA TR AL 49 L JZ PSO B
KT ISR ISR 1 i

Xt PSO BER I bR T S BE A — e AU |

W AR5 LEHEN 2

A GATHEM L2 PSO B BEHLE AR T 1
AMEMRIR, JERIYL H 2 KA M
|
K 2 HGA-PSO S
Fig. 2 Flow chart of HGA-PSO

b5 HA s A% SRR IO TR 5 SR AH B,
HGA-PSOS: LLIBAL R AR, RE T 50k 4
JIARZR AT, R 2 FREE ] LU G s AR Fp i 2
FEVE, XF4% R R A 2a, 1 HIE 43 18 A RR B AT
TS SR HDRE R SRR RG SR BEAT JR 48 22, Wi
S LR 7 SR SR H, R 5T 4 R R 1
AMEFN B ZHEAT SRS 2R 1AM 8 I, BT RUn
PR, SOnT DARE S eSS0 e R ) 2 PRk 1%
HI 554 R &R e 7).

3.1 HGA-PSOH ¥ i) W 84 4 43 #r(Convergence
analysis of HGA-PSO)

Gunter RudolphiiF ], £ #iLisifE 5y0: AR RpA R
T rp A 7 35 sl B AU, Jo e AR ik B 1 i A,
5T OSSR 4 Jr e Al LS), Bk 2 Ay S O B SRS
AL AR 27 I et A% SRR R U L Ok B
S, LRI PG T B I S B U, an B AN
TRy, UL BEA LA A BRI AR R —
AN DRI 2 FEA FH R ast A Sk A 4 JRMe Sk

S O AF BRI fE R RO T, B pa (1),
Db () TERE P ERFFAAE, WMw, ¢q, co AL

¢ﬂ1+w—¢f—4w<2, 3)

H: o=01 4 p2, pr=c171, pa = cara, W PSOH.
R, ()BT pin (1), P (8) FIIIALH L, B

x(t) _ 901pzb(t) + @2pgb(t)
' ¢

ZEHGA-PSOHYE, WA AL B M Pabest»

)

PRI Ay B2 AR ) 0 A SR A 4 e s, 242 1
FEASSC SR B 4 SR SR AR I, b R PRDRS ST b P A b1
HORE AL T4 JR e A, R (AN AR AN 42 J R A
AR HAEEA R TP R FEANAE, K Dapest, JEITZU(4)
CIES )
) - ©1Pin(t) + PaPen (1) _
¥
(1 + Q(l;)pgbest — )
IRV AR s o2 AP SIEN 2116 G RV it = I
PRI 24 e 2 TR AT e L PR B SR Pt A 5
A, LR L RO B R 2 U (3) S
w, c1, co, MHGA-PSORE AT 4 Rl stk
3.2 RETFHM AL B ILRUFE (Process of genetic
algorithm for underlying subgroups)
ASCEVE N TS AL, SR S Y.
W REC 2R, MAEH Jyn, MAYEECd, idA
Az (i=0,1,--- ,n— 1), FIEAE Nz (i =0,
1o+ n—1), MR EN;(j =01, ,
d—1), MEEN A f;(0 = 0,1--- ,n—1), Pk
AN Ty, HAEN BEE N Fyese, P 272 524
RIS EE = 0, AT AU 1. BAACBIRATE:
ST WHRERRE = T, WSk 50
ARELIAT IR,
PI2 KRR HE 220, e )
R AAME, TrRE N prs:
w;:{fﬂi, i < [ ©)
xy, HA,
Hpii=0,1,---,n— 1, L2 BEHL P~ 4E 18 T,
n — 1|HE, Hi #
B3 AT 58448 X (A8 X%
H100%) s —ARAE, Jifetin b
x; =randl -z} 4 (1 —rand2) - x/  ,,
i=0,1,---n—2,
x; =randl -} + (1 — rand2) - x|,
1=mn—1,
Hrfr: rand1, rand 22 [0, 1]7E A i A 2] 53 Bt
HlA
PB4 CKHAE B R, RPN T
AMRIRRE—YE > TR S, R ITRE T:
z; + A(t, Ul — x;), rand < 0.5,
{%—A@%—M%%Em
Hrp: rand ~ Uniform(0,1), A(t,y) = y x (1 —
r=t/T)") r ~ Uniform(0,1), z; € [U2,,, Ul..], &
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RS SR R XA E . — b A R 2, 5],
AR B0, AR S Pl S kK, R Jag s 5 2% DX dak A ) K
— I R SCEEM SRR FA I A R TR R B ), IRk
To3 A B 1A A S S S S IR AR R BT LUK &b
WH2.

TS IEAMRIE RN .

ST HH b s M, R T
SpEARANMAR, WS HT T S B AN I o0 S 0T Y BEAE
Fhoest; 17 W D7 52 SR BE L e b > A H 14T
M.

SBT t=t+1, %308
3.3 KRRk T B4Rk (Velocity initialization

of particles in elite subgroup)
FEARHEPSOSLVL HL, i 1M JiE ) o, IO — 4k 7y
Hoj(j=0,1,---,d—1), #oH — A X A
[V Vidax)» FoH VI SRR R S (0] B E HI2
{H. VG TR, 2v; = r- VI, Hdr it
[—1, 1]YEH A IR A 2] 73 AT BB R L AR
A SCEER R EPSOSE LA LR KEDeiE, H
XA TR T 2ET83e . REREAE RS S A KL
BEATHGHA 0 JR AR 2R, P S e, S A OB idxt
R PRI AL RS L X TR [V,
VI FIRRARL T, JUPKE1~ 8 5 1) 25 5, S ACHECIR T
IEANBZR AT PUARREA TS R R (1 H . IR S
TERIURA RS SRR E I, B TRIDRL - A5 — R E 1)
5 Ty [ Ay 1 BR] I DA A7, B[] B R P 3 5 X 1)
[0,V JEk[—V, ., 0]. X Ik I A7 FE 1490 38 12 45 4 vh
FE1/ 2019725 8], R B TSR, B8l 2R 4k,
W S AR TR I R i R

4 LIS 5081 (Simulation and analysis)
4.1 HESH K E KBenchmarkpf $(Parameter

settings and Benchmark functions)

N T BAEA S 100 VR A TR 2 R R B
DI~ SRR e M T PR A, AR SCE T itk
Sk RFRERVE(PSO) — R AT IR & 07 X
WAL RIRL A IR 5 55 (GA-PSO) M R I AT 5t
i BE H H B R 8 A I L 1Y g5t A% B v (Island -
GA)PUHEAT X} B 5286, e 5] N T 7/ Benchmark b8
F B GA A AN 2T W, R T
X HeBenchmark pR £ 1 2 X BUE VS [« 4 R e A
DA S IS (R A5

KB T HFIENSHL, SE P LT R F
A& XA Sy s B A [H]. HEFGA, PSO, GA-PSO
SFVER SRR, AMACR 1) %L H 58512, 15481000
AR (R BOE A YR %5.12 x 10°). TslandGA K 1132
AT HE BEAS T RO MR B B 512), 4R
10004827 1 (B BOPPA R 30512 x 10°), £E204R AT
IR RERAMRIE R, I M ki R2, BIE
R RS T A 48 8 7 B b sk A2 e LMK, IF
B 1 O 22 192 N K. HGA-PSOK 304+
B, BT RELONME, B TR B AORL AR T
i3 H 300 bR SRR B E0h510). %
fR50%E 155 1k, B %6 v st & Sk AR T B vk % e
AT20f (R BN IR ELS.1 x 10%), BRI R T-7E
FRAMARIET H kR 2. DA S R 2= ) A BEL
WA, 29 T HEBRBEA LM, S5 LSO AT 5
IG5 R AT 20 M. 92562 T Intel Core 15-2450 M
2.50 G, 4 GB, Windows 7, Visual Studio 20103 4%, 4%
R CH++E S Y S

% 1 Benchmarkib3%, f1 ~ fs A RAREBE f1 ~ frh S REK

Table 1 Benchmark functions, f; ~ f3 are unimodal functions; f4 ~ f7 are multimodal functions

PRI FikA £ il e ML E
n
Tablet f1=10%2 + > 22 (-100,100)" 100  0(0,---,0)
=2
n 7
Quadric fo=3(3 x;)? (-100,100)" 100  0(0,---,0)
i=1 j=1

n—1
Rosenbrock f3= 3 (100(zi11 —22)% + (1 — x4)?) (—2.048,2.048)" 100  0(1,---,1)

=1
Griewank fi=3 T T cos(&i) 41 (—600,600)" 100 0(0,---,0)

4 - 4000 Pl \/{ I ) ’
n
Rastrigin f5=10-n+ > (22 —10-cos(2- 7 - x;)) (—5.12,5.12)" 100 0(0,---,0)
i=1
(cwq) ) [—32.768, 32.768]
Ackley +a+te 100 0(0,---,0)
a=20,b=0.2
, "~ 2, .2 (025 . 2, .2 401 n

Schaffer’s fr = > (27 +a7.q) ~ -[sin(50 - (zf +27,4) )+1.00] (—100,100) 100 0(0,---,0)

i=1
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Table 2 Parameter settings

CRFS P w a ek FMEEEH RMEEADN UK
GA 0.01 — — - = 1 512 1000
PSO —  [09504] 20 20 — 1 512 1000
GA-PSO 001 [09504] 20 20 — 1 512 1000
IslandGA ~ 0.01 — — — 2 32 16 50720
HGA-PSO 001 [0.9504] 20 20 2 30 16 50/20

4.2 SR BARAL ST H S5 (Performance com-
parison of unimodal functions)

32 PR Benchmark b6 45 n] it R A0 P BE S
P 2. KT 1004 [ Tablet b 4, 7645 7€ 1115 2L
H, GA-PSOFTHGA-PSOH LA 100% 4k 2 T 4> =)
Bt i GAFIslandGA PN EAHEL, S0
T HRBAT H BN 4 R A R, HNIAE FORE,
BT PSOFE; J7 21/, U EE LIRS €.
MPSOFIL, BARA58%HH 2 1 4 i fe At i, 1H

50EAT S5 R I 7 AR K, v LAE HPSOF VLR
ANER T, 0 TR A R A LA U 6 F-1004E 1)
Quadric %, HGA-PSOH LK IH100% 4k 2] T 45
B s, GA-PSORIEIRZ , IKEI T 96%, Ji ZZ1R /N,
VLSRR E . PSOREAKIHR I T AK€ 1y

brock b K1) G0 AT AFH AR ORI, A S
IR EE R I B R U EARF Z SO0 R, EmEiR
CaARF I 2R IUE.

¥ 3 BAA RHARACPEEERIE F

Table 3 Performance of optimization on unimodal functions

BRI vk e MA SN FEIE 2=

GA 7.45e — 6 8.84e — 3 2.65e — 3 2.40e — 3
PSO 0(58%) 1.19e + 2 5.64 1.80e + 1

Tablet GA-PSO 0(100%) 0 0 0
IslandGA 717e —5 1.65e — 2 3.48¢ — 3 3.43¢ — 3

HGA-PSO  0(100%) 0 0 0
GA 2.18¢ — 4 7.52e — 2 1.97e — 2 1.87e — 2
PSO 0(6%) 2.73e + 4 5.44e 43 5.41e 43
Quadric GA-PSO 0(96%) 4.31e — 3 l4de —4  7.2le—4
IslandGA 9.13e — 5 8.15e — 2 1.90e — 2 1.93e — 2

HGA-PSO 0(100%) 0 0 0
GA 9.87e + 1 9.8% + 1 9.88¢ + 1 4.93e — 2
PSO 9.69e + 1 2.11e + 2 1.00e + 2 1.59% + 1
Rosenbrock GA-PSO 9.85e + 1 9.88¢ + 1 9.87e + 1 6.21e — 2
IslandGA 9.85e 41 9.89¢ + 1 9.88¢ + 1 7.07e — 2
HGA-PSO 1.40e — 8 3.85e — 2 4.07e — 3 7.15e — 3

345t T 34N PR bR Mt A IAA AL S0
T DL, P AR AP AR Bt A2 SR SO UL LA (-1 2
{EL, BEARKR AL, AR SR RN EL.
TR PIAT I BAALAZ0, ORI HE 51 IE ST,
JITLAEN S B “ —Inf” 2R, 2 T BUBH WU,
I BAT RIS ). B3 P HGA-PSOSAI it 2k

Bom 55 b HH PR JE N 5 HGA-PSOS )
TFEAH . HGA-PSOF A — %, b it K JZGA
TRE A — e AR, se R a B LR ML 3]

JR 2R BSOS A, R O P A R AR 2B
WA — AR I e AR MK S TR B 1), B DA —
B —RERMEEES i a — AR
Z AR R (R IGATHERELL T mAX), Bttt
IR A

M3 (a) 1 E13(b)H o] LA HHGA-PSOML 1)
SRR e, GA-PSOH LR Z . GARIIslandGA
T SEAR ), BT LS B e, (R4 40 R 52 R
RINGAN FP0 18 EEA P T IslandGA. X 5 HH T
IslandGARH] 2 T HE i), SR TRiBf i MAZ K
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YoM M %30 &

PR ) 4+, BT DAAE i SI0H b gl i 3. (] b 8Os
PSOSEZRIN H R I3 F IR e 12, IX & T
PSOHE BRSO L, (R4 R R 14059, &)
KA SL, HEEAR R, NGRS R BUX,
JIT LA H R PR~ 38 S0 FE sk AR I3 (o)
A CUE tH, HGA-PSOST i G5 1R I Hu fiF ¥t Rosen-
brock B EL AL 1) A, Rosenbrock bR £ — N 45 it

FAAGI) B, B ()4 R B s o T — AP 3K
KL s . BT RSO it 7
DB AR R, AR AR M A R O ), $R B4R B
P BIHL S 3T . I3 (o)t T U 2, GA,
PSO, GA-PSOUA M IslandGASIEHR AN T &b
EHIL T R SO %, (HHGA-PSOS L H1m] LA

5 = T e T T S A
i 4K
./é\ ./é\ ________ ./—-:.4\ 2\& PO A e
E E 1 &
5 = g
k) = 2
i Ll
500 1000 500 1000 740 500 1000
EAR EAR AR
(a) 100-D Tablet (b) 100-D Quadric (c) 100-D Rosenbrock
---GA e PSO ---GA-PSO ——IslandGA —HGA—-PSO

3 BRSBTS DR EE

Fig. 3 Comparison of performance of optimization on unimodal functions

43 ZEEREPACKT L SER (Performance com-
parison of multimodal functions)
RATLAN Z B2 oR AL DL ) Bt 2. A
KA LU H TERER LK I HGA-PSOSHYL, ‘B AE
AN PR EIN AR 10090 R 2 T 42 Jyde L . TV

B T IR R GA-PSOH A EfE
LT GA, PSOLL K IslandGA£¥2:.

MIHE R, PR 5 2= & PSOHE, H501K
SRR TT Z AT R, kAT E, XAk A&
A .

k4 ZAERBGRACEEEEIE R

Table 4 Performance of optimization on multimodal functions

PRI AP e/ ME S YN SPEME P
GA 3.60e — 6 1.88e — 2 1.50e — 3 2.72e — 3
PSO 0(78%) 9.10e + 1 1.09e + 1 2.94e 4+ 1
Griewank GA-PSO 0(98%) 1.15e — 4 2.29¢ — 6 1.60e — 5
IslandGA 4.29e — 5 1.05e — 2 1.68e — 3 2.11e — 3
HGA-PSO 0(100%) 0 0 0
GA 6.1le— 5 1.40e — 2 3.47e — 3 2.96e — 3
PSO 0(10%) 1.98e + 2 5.87e+1 4.56e + 1
Rastrigin GA-PSO 0(98%) 5.49e — 4 1.09¢ — 5 7.69¢ — 5
IslandGA 7.35e — 5 1.05e — 2 3.58¢ — 3 3.05e — 3
HGA-PSO 0(100%) 0 0 0
GA 6.08¢ — 4 1.77e — 2 6.73e — 3 3.87e — 3
PSO 0(70%) 1.2le+1 1.98 3.97
Ackley GA-PSO 0(96%) 3.0le — 3 9.81e — 5 4.93e — 4
IslandGA 8.49¢ — 3 3.36e — 1 1.34e — 1 8.02e — 2
HGA-PSO 0(100%) 0 0 0
GA 3.27e — 1 5.12 3.43 1.05
PSO 7.76e — 3 7.46e + 1 2.16e + 1 2.13e 4+ 1
Schaffer’s fr GA-PSO 0(62%) 3.70 4.45e¢ — 1 9.25e — 1
IslandGA 1.43 4.88 2.99 8.27e — 1
HGA-PSO 0(100%) 0 0 0
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425 T4 2 B R RS AUR APy
SARNE DL, Vel A (R Kl i SR S0 A AT AL 1)
P EIAE, BEARRR R B AR, S ARAR I S DA (10X
B m AR EER RS 1 B L 20, TTORIRS it
693, b E S B “ —Inf” 2o, A T KB

WA S A0, P\l 3 AT K 5 Ee . 4P HGA-PSOSE.
gk BB T B, R S B3R WK
4 n] DL HHGA-PSOSVL 1) A0 H fE B WA T
HAEE, GA-PSOFVEIR 2, B8 I IH EPSOS.
5, BRI DS PR R B I SRS DA — 2L

5 T T T T
=
g
&
2
-10F i
L il il 7Inf L L L L
400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000
LA B

(a) 100-D Griewank (b) 100-D Rastrigin

5 T T T T 5 T T T T
c) g
g )
5 &
1= =]

L L L 7Inf 1 | 1 1

0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000
B EAR
(a) 100-D Ackley (d) 100-D Schaffer f
-=—-GA - PSO ---GA—-PSO ——[slandGA —HGA-PSO

K 4 RSB IUE HUrT L

Fig. 4 Comparison of performance of optimization on multimodal functions

kUL, K H 21 #E5r 2 IR A HGA-PSOH.
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