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Improved incremental extreme learning machine based on
multi-learning clonal selection algorithm
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(1. College of Automation Science and Technology, Northeastern University, Shenyang Liaoning 110004, China;
2. School of Electrical Engineering, Shenyang University of Technology, Shenyang Liaoning 110870, China)

Abstract: The great number of redundant nodes in an incremental extreme learning machine (I-ELM) may lower the
learning efficiency of the algorithm, and complicate the network structure. To deal with this problem, we propose the
improved I-ELM with kernel (I-ELMK) on the basis of multi-learning clonal selection algorithm (MLCSA). The MLCSA
uses Baldwinian learning and Lamarckian learning, to exploit the search space by employing the information of antibodies,
and reinforce the exploitation capacity of individual information. The proposed algorithm can limit the number of hidden
layer neurons effectively to obtain more compact network architecture. The simulations show that MLCSI-ELMK has
higher prediction accuracies online and off-line, while providing a better capacity of generalization compared with other
algorithms.
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1 5] (Introduction)

it PR 2% =] #l(extreme learning machine, ELM)%.
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PR 2% =] Hl(convex I-ELM, CI-ELM)!"3 73 5| F&AK T
I 265 235 4] S P FE R oy 7 UNCSJOA . Yang S5 A1)
@it parallel chaos search 1177 VA4 & f A B H AUE
FHRME, NITA RO RI-ELM H 33 275 s 8z,
R SRR R HE R I B T4 2P HON, TR, T/
R ZP R T EU ARG BE R I, o R b4 S N AE
23 KW 389 0 VR 4t AF Ak i FR 27 2] Ml (parallel chaos
ELM, PC-ELM) ) Il ZR I (8], 3 — B[], 52 7
R SN L A T — 558 [ 980, Shang %6 A\ 1)
$i& th 1) B B I PR %7 =) Bl (confidence-weighted
ELM, CW-ELM)$ 3%, DA B — 5 1 28 IR 22 2 L
(leave-one-out I-ELM, LOO-IELM)!61 4 H fith 5 H %F
H 13k 47 Tikhonov 1E | 44, K F P & ¥(interior point
algorithm) 50 57 4 e 75 (& REBE /). YuZE U H
[FErrCor 532 FDing 55814 tH 10 o5t B 38 & 1E ) 4k,
i R 2% 2] Ml(improved incremental regularized ELM,
II-RELM) 53573 7 45 BR il B 75 /2715 R B0 7 TR A
Dz I 1 AR K RE ).

ARSI H T 2 2 o v e SR AR AL R PR
2% 2] Hl 57 7% (multi-learning clonal selection [-ELM
with kernel, MLCSI-ELMK), &1.45 T Seit i) £ 224 2]
75 1E19-201 F1] FlMulti-learning B AEAL AL N T 4 g% 55
£, I v BE g R 0 H ) PR R PR T v, R R 2R T
Baldwin effect [f'] Baldwinian learning ¥5 3 3% [A 22 1t
T 38 P o S A B O R A R
[, 45 A Lamarckian learning# B multi-learning 7% %,
14 o o, [ 158 £ 5 7% (clonal selection algorithm, CSA)
I 2 68 77, X8 I-ELM & 2] B 7 FI 258 FUAR )
TR R SHOTRE, & Ui/ N R ZEE TR N
SN RE BT BRI, ORAT 55 A0 BE B v AR AR 7 i
ZHUE BATIE, TRIEE P B S AT R LT S
B, FEAR Y R 22 R FEE T [ B DR B2 BB 2 )= 1
RECE, PRAC T 2 S R, S m BRI 5 ) 2.
[FII, SR FIAZ B B S A a3 S e, 308 1 Bk
IFELR T E /). 18I UCTI SEE AR F s s Tolk A=
FEHORE SEAT IS, AN SCHE H IMLCSI-ELMK 52 27
HH B KR 2 S A A Z A RE ).
2 ETZREPIIN RGN FIEMult-

learning clonal selection algorithm)
2.1  wREEBEHEIE(Clonal selection algorithm)

Burnet 5 [ i £ 22 U 2 A\ T % % 2 Si(artificial
immune system, AIS) i EE [ — MR, 5IAED)
TP RGN TE, ARYE AT = A — AN En bt
PR, § R R VG, IR SR SR A R ) Pk
XPAREEEAT B, ORFFHUARTNEE (1) 2 R, AT AL 2
HCSARY, Jf HAEH ALK, 926 K6 R B2 7 55
VF2AE Tz AR RN TR R G,

SEREIE RS R AL U5 T IHT R BEAT LT . AR v
AU, 8 SRR FE ST X PUARIRE A(t) ikt
ITHRAE: SERERRARETC, ZE A8 R AR TN A0 e P ik £
BAETS. FUARRERPIREF A I AT LA R B HkE
WL FER:

A(t)clone(TC)X(t)mutation(TMzY(t)

recombination(Y (1) U A(?))D(t)

selection (7" At +1).
ENTRIERGH, Prlsint BT Oeb il @i H br ek 2L
U Fh 2 A%, PO BT I 800 P i i e, 70 S A
P AA 2 0] PRS0 B — P 16 328 A X v R ) v 12 P82
&=, WS AR R BN ICRCFE T . 8 A GRPUiRRE
A(N).

1) o BEHAETC: E L w B A RX(®) =
TO(A()=H{T(Ai(t), T (As(1)), - T (An(t)) ),
oo Xi(t) = TO(Ai(1) = {Xau (), Xpa(t), -+,
Xiq,- (t)}, X”(t> == Al(t), Z == 17 27 s

Gy QNPT B R
2) FEFASEEAET™: AR AR po 0 50 B2 S5 1T
PRFEX (t) 34778 S 4

Y(t) =TY(X(t) = {T™(X1(1), TY (X1 (1)),

-, TY(XG (1))

Yi(t) = {Yiu (1), Yia(t), -+, Yig, (D) },

Yi;(t) = T (X (1)),

i:1727'” , T, ]:172) y qi-
R T IRB YU EEME G R, BREFIHAERR
PUAFIEEA(L).

3) SEREIEFRIETS: bk BRAE TS R M Ff
BEY (£) FLA(t) TR (OAEED D (1)1 R A1/,
IR BCET AR, XA FE AT LA () o

At+1) =T3(Y (t) U A(t)) =

{K%%ﬁH¥WD>FM£»

7n7j:1727

. )
A;(t), otherwise,

Horp: Y (¢) Y (¢) W M B de i OB A,

At+1) =T3(Y(t) U A(t)) =

{T°(YVi(t) U AL (1)), -+, TV, (1) U An(t)} =

{A1(t+1), As(t+1),--- ALt + 1)} )
22 ETZRPINEEEFIRILEIEMLCSA)

A 3 #E 1 A A Baldwinian learning!?726! §1 La-

marckian learning>" 21 i £ J2 2% > 5 WS, §RKCSAH
PUAAE B R A (8), i i SR M UM AT
877, 1A A A 2 S v AR AR S AN RE,
o R BRI R AE N AE AR S B T 2 B
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I e R R R B ACIR S T ROR A
A(t)clone(Hch (t)B-learning(HE}Y(t)

L-learning( H )Z(t)recombination(Z (1) U A(?))

D(t)selection( H® At + 1),
Hor e AL B R
1) mRERIEHC.
E PR FEEA() ={A (1), Ax(2),- - -
e A A
X(#)={H(Ai(1)), H (As(1)), -~ , HO (A, (1))},
Hr:
X,(t)=H (A (1) ={ X (1), Xia(t), - -, Xig, (1)},
Xi;(t)=A;(t), i=1,2,--+ ,n, j=1,2,---
DR P T B RIS
2) Baldwinian learning HE.
Baldwinian learningZ% T-Baldwinian§ B, 18 i 2
AR AR (B IR AR A R L. 2 X
X(t) ={Xu1(t), Xao(t),- -, Xa(D)},
Xi(t) =A{za(t), wa(t), -+, wiq, (1)},
Baldwinian learning#/E 1R Ffr7s:
Yia(t) = Hp(zi(t) =
zi;(t) + 5 (x(t) — x,(t)), if rand < p;,
w45(t), else,

» An(t)},

yqiy Gi

3)

Hea:lm=1,2,--,n, 1 #m#i, x,(t)Fz,,(t)
g5 9 Xy (t), Xon(t) Bl HL 3% B BT Ak s
Baldwinian learning /] %% ] 5 /&, p; & Baldwinian
learning (A%, rand [0, 11395504 HH I BEN L EL. 22
I Baldwinian learning#5/E A AY (1) = {Y1 (1),
Yo(t), -+, Yo (t)},

Y(t) = {ya(t), yia(t), - -

yij (k) = HE (25(t)),

ji=1,2,-

7yiqi(t)}’
y iy = 1727"' 2

3) Lamarckian learning H-.

BEHL™ Az g 07 T ), W€ SR R R AT 4R 5

YEUR:

ﬁqjdg, i=1,2,---,n, j=1,2,-,¢.
4) SUREIEPEERIEHS.

SEN2E () € Zi(t),i = 1,2, ,n, 25 (t)NZ(t)
TR R s BT, IFH.
a;(t+1) = H(Z;(t) Uas(t)) =
2 (t), if F(z](t)) > F(ai(t)), 5)
a;(t), else.
AR 2 EZ5 BRI Z (¢) MA(t), X E
Y S5 )RR B R AT T I SR R R AR HS 7 AR B I A o
REA(L 4+ 1), BRI
Alt+1) = HC(Z(t) UA(t)) =
{HC (Z:(t) U AL(2)), -+, HY(Zu(t) U A1)} =
{A1(t+ 1), As(t+1),--- A, (t+ 1)}, (6)
HAA;(t+1) = H(Z;(H) UA; (), i = 1,2,- -+ ,n.

Step 1 ¥Iafitb: BENL™ A NANPUAE, L6t
EMEEA(L), RN HURRISENIE, &t = 0;

Step 2 ToBEHEVEHC: MRYE A, X P AR B
A(t) T A AT v B X B AR A, 45 B9 1 JS R
FEX (t), ToRERUBLRGUARSEAT L SR 1 bR 2

Step3  Z =% IHAE:

Step 3.1 Baldwinian learning Hp: XJFE X (¢)
BT T B-learning B4, AL BPUAMEEY (¢);

Step 3.2 Lamarckian learning H{*: XFHEEX (¢)H
IBTIAATL-learning #4E, A HTIATIREZ (1),

Step 4 ELAHRAE: THHEZ(¢) R PR RISEAEE, X
Z()MAt)EH, F2AEMBED(L);

Step 5 T FEIEFEHS: XD (¢)3EAT 70 ik PR 4
1, 132 HITUATIREA(E 4 1);

Step 6 21t WL RS A4 2, 45 1E I HL Ay
A+ D) sef &bk, S0 ¢ =t + 1, ¥
% Step 2.

2.3 FREEBRRAE R SR 45 R 5 53 4T (Experi-
ment and analysis of MLCSA)

T MRATTHE H IR T 2 25 ) 1 s Bk AR
Ak 5 7% (multi-learning CSA, MLCSA)X of B4 Ak It
R A RE, MHASEE R T 12 AN[E) 2T I R
OO EE AT IR, e A A4 m i ik e 2, 22 08
TR, s 2 MR 2, IF 5 I ST RE AT 0T
bb, 735N e SRR (CSA) . #lffE vl kB
2:(Baldwinian clonlal selection algorithm, BCSA). $i.
L o, oo, [ %6 3 B v (Lamarckian clonal selection algo-
rithm, LCSA)- 73t ft 5512 (differential evolution al-
gorithm, DEA). Ml b5 £ e f1 — fHAE D =233k
TR, fo — fro0 B W4ERD = 10MD = 30847
TR, PURMEIELN P = 30, &€ s ifine = 5,
SR AR5 AR BR300, Baldwinian s >] 5
0.5, M pR Z AR TR A L.
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Table 2 Mean and standard deviation values obtained by CSA,

& 1 AT HEIIEGY 12AN05K3 2
Table 1 The 12 test functions used in this study

4 D s
fi(@) = (4 — 2122 + 213) - 22 + 2120 + (—4 + 422) - 22 2 z1 € [-3,3], 22 € [-2,2]
fz(x) :05+[(sm Va2 —|—352)2—05/[10—|—0001(:v1 + z2)]? 2 z1,x2 € [—100, 100]
f3(z) = (23 + 23)9-25[sin? (50(x2 + 23)°1 + 1.0)] 2 x1,x2 € [—100,100]
fax)=(1 + (w1 + 22 +1)2 - (19 — 14z + 327 — 1432 + 63172 + 322))-
(30 + (221 — 3z2)2 - (18 — 3221 + 12xl + 489 — 36x172 + 27w2)) 2 z1,22 € [—2,2]
. 1
f5(z) = a(xz - —= -z 5 cxy — 6) +10- (1 — ——)-cos x1 + 10 x1 € [-5,10], x2 € [0,15]
4. 72 8.
fe(z *{Zz cos z+1)z+z}><{21 cos[(i + 1)y + i]} 10/30 [-10, 10]
i=1
1 2 12
fr(z) = —20 x exp(—0.2 ) > a?) — exp(—E > cos(2mx;)) 4+ 22.71282  10/30 [-5,5]
i=1 =1
] cos( 10/30 600, 600
fs(z) fi; T _}31 C08(7) (600, 600]
D—1
fo(@) = 3 [100 - (2441 — 22)2 + (1 — 2;)?] 10/30 [2.048, 2.048]
=1
D—1
fro(z) = > [22 — 10 - cos(2mz;) + 10] 10/30 [-5.12,5.12]
=1
D
fi(x) = 3 af 10/30 -1, 1]
=1
D—1
Ji2(z) = 418.9829 x D — 37 sin(|z;|Y?) 10/30 [-500, 500]

=1

%2 D =2,10,30, CSA, BCSA, LCSA, DEAf*MLCSA #4933} kb
BCSA, LCSA, DEA and MLCSA,

when D = 2,10, 30

it D

CSA

BCSA

LCSA

DEA

MLCSA

Mean * Std

Mean + Std

Mean + Std

Mean * Std

Mean + Std

fl
f2
f3
f4

fe

fr

I8

fo

fio

fi2

SIS S A

10
30
10
30
10
30
10
30
10
30
10
30
10
30

8.2291E-001 £2.1247E-006
9.9939E-001 £ 1.7823E-002
1.1215E+001 £4.2127E-005
1.0124E+004 £2.9548E+001
1.7376E+002 £ 2.5521E-003
1.0011E+001 £ 8.3621E-004
1.1250E+001 £ 1.0294E-003
2.8739E-003 £ 8.2820E-003
1.0234E-002+-3.2108E-002
2.6429E-002+2.1023E-002
1.7234E-003 £ 1.0002E-004
7.9837E+000 £ 2.8720E+000
3.3894E+001 2.9022E+000
3.2883E+001 £4.9892E+000
7.7992E+001 £ 3.8839E+000
9.7662E-009 & 5.6508E-012
2.0023E-005 £ 6.9922E-009
3.8211E+002 % 1.0128E+002
1.1998E+003 £2.3190E+002

3.2378E-001 £ 1.4892E-009
4.2801E-001 £2.2531E-016
3.3297E+000+3.2129E-004
2.7433E+000+£3.4621E+000
5.0178E-001 £3.1514E-004
2.0832E+001 £ 7.6523E-003
1.5513E+001 £ 4.6599E-005
4.4409E-015+0
1.5614E-01143.9345E-013
4.4409E-015+0
8.6168E-003 + 1.1259E-002
6.8559E-013+1.7711E-012
1.1896E-011+4.2596E-011
4.9146E-015£2.6900E-014
0+0
6.1735E-0301+9.1544E-030
2.9665E-025+8.4182E-025
7.6982E+000 £ 3.1017E-002
4.5350E+002 £ 7.9492E-001

1.0316E+000 = 1.2883E-009
0+0
8.7245E+000+ 1.2562E-005
3.4528E+000£7.2849E-001
4.6562E+001 +5.0782E-004
2.3030E+000+6.0134E-004
7.2203E+000 £ 5.6654E-005
7.0449E+000 4 7.9257E+000
2.0479E-010+6.9213E-012
2.5438E-013+1.4537E-012
3.2127E-006£9.2130E-009
1.1245E+001 £2.2796E+001
2.6377E-007 =5.2001E-009
8.1951E+001 £ 6.8196E+000
5.2112E-001 £ 8.2854E-004
00
2.0023E-005 £ 8.6284E-009
7.9329E-001 £ 2.0322E-003
6.1130E+002£2.2401E-001

2.6123E+000 = 1.2883E-009
7.1313E-001 £3.7782E-004
2.1563E+000 £ 2.4533E-002
5.1384E+003 £2.6213E+000
1.7376E+002 £ 2.4721E-003
5.6548E+001 £2.6411E-003
3.0981E+001 = 3.1024E-004
1.9864E-012+1.2303E-012
1.0717E-005 +-5.9408E-006
1.9864E-01241.2303E-012
1.8079E-003 £ 4.7543E-003
3.4243E-006 £ 2.7598E-006
1.2323E+001 £ 1.1123E+000
1.7691E+001 +5.4715E+000
1.0458E+002 £ 3.0790E+001
1.9407E-023 +2.0307E-023
2.3391E-009 £5.2742E-009
4.1282E+000 £ 2.0063E-002
1.7160E+003 £ 3.1302E+002

2.0234E-001£7.6545E-011
3.9723E-001+ 1.2004E-021
2.1123E+000 £ 1.1351E-007
00
1.5266E-00211.7219E-006
1.7676E+000 +5.2372E-006
6.9426E+000 £ 1.9834E-005
3.0628E-015+2.8824E-016
8.0001E-012 + 3.2883E-015
5.2123E-014£7.4503E-022
9.7018E-009 +1.0105E-011
3.7319E-008 + 3.2613E-019
00
4.3253E-016+7.3311E-017
4.3253E-00247.3311E-005
00
5.8004E-044 £ 7.7219E-050
9.1360E-001 £-2.7632E-003
2.0183E+002 £ 9.8877E-002

PLAS, H

F2ANMLCSA VL5 B 4R LA 5k 1 VE e
) — RIS f) — fE4EED =2

iR livary

130 M IME S5 R, NER AT LG
tH, MLCSASVE 1 It 1 58 4 1Y) bR BOK e 115
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MYERED = 108, 8 i R 2L fe — frofP 05
0T LUE H, MLCSABL I B i i 48 2100 X R
 fo, f1. fss fo, fr1, fro® JRBmAMREAN fr0 03T A4
JRBAAR. 24485 D = 308F, MLCSASYAI BEHER
oK BB L fo, fr, foo for fro. frifI 2R AL
fife, LI S5 R R, Bk fo(D = 2), fi0(D = 30), fi2
(D = 10) 55X LCSAFIBCSA R L H #2471 g LA
AN, A ST T4 HY IMLCS A S5 72 E AR 4 A vy 245 K [)
MR 3 R I S i 48 R 4 = i DU e 7, It
Rk 2 222 2 9750800 A B s B HORFE FE,
PR EIER R A IR R P RE.
3 B ERERR 2% ) Wl (Incremental extreme

learning machine with kernel)
3.1 PRI HL(Extreme learning machine)

RV R ot 28 P 288 A TR AN B B 271 0, B
R B (). X FNAARF I FEARX,)Y), X =
{zi[n]} € RN*EY = {yi[n]} € RV*E, ELM 1 $(
Rk

L

i=1

Horpg( ) RBEEEREL, AT LURAER TGS ATk 2L, —
FEEN Sigmoid BRI EL28). 20(7) TS AR B ) R
Hw = o. (8)

WREH LABRETT S ELMER Y 585 24 21 4
B|ANNMINGREAR, I B TR ZEAE, BLBE®RE
FEAEw {515

L

Hore, A EBME. :(4) T PASCE sE R A & e
Hw =t, (10)

Horit = [ty,t9, -, ty] TN B AR AR, Hi AU EHw

FeME—F5 B R e FIS 4L, R W0 N SRR E
w = H't, (11)

HoHTRH) a5,

3.2 IEERERYSIHLI-ELMK)

FEF RV BE BV AR A B AR 2R AN ] 43 7]
A HLAR 9 1 R RE 1 A R4 B LA RE T,
Frenay flLuZ5 29300k 4% 5 7% 5] NELM, #| H [ &
YIRS R ST B 2R I k2 SRR . ELM A% AR
FERINUTT:

Kpin = HH', (12)
KELM = h(l‘l) . h(.I‘J) = K(.Z‘Z', xj). (13)
(AL, ELM )% H BR AT AR IR

f(z)=h(zx)HY(HHT + é)_lt =

533 3%
K(z,x1) *
K(v.a -
: (KgLm + 5) t, (14)
K(z,xn)

b H(2) ABHEEELMEFIE 25 (8] Fh LS, h(x)
NELMA B E R K OOy IE NS4, ¢ B
Prin) &, .

WA = [Kgim + 6]’ XTIzt A

1
6+K($17x1) K(xlaxN)
A =
1
K(xn,x1) o + K(xn,zN)
(15)
SoFFt + LI Z050E:
A1 =
1
6+K(~T1,931) K(x1,2N4k)
1
K(xnig, 21) " + K(T N4k, TN+E)
(16)

fAILIERE Ay yq,
K(xzy,on41) -
U, = :

K(x1,2N4k)
: ; (17)

Ky, zn41) -+ K(zN, 2N4k)

Dy =

1

—+K(@Nt1, TN41) -

c K(znt1,TN+k)

1
K(xN+k, TN4+1) : 5+K($N+k7$N+k)

(13)
BA = ﬁ?g.ﬂm%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ&ﬂﬁ@
B t
A;rl1 =
ATV AU CTI U T AT - AU O
—Ccrtur At it ’

(19)
e, = D, - UF AU
FELR S FT A, Begs E s 2 M, X1l
ﬁ’céﬁTEXtestA: [xteAstly Ttest2y "« * 7l'testM], %U)EHA;_SI
/fﬁﬂ‘iﬁﬂj{ai/test, }/test ﬂﬁﬂ—?‘jﬂ
f/test =
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5 3 3]
K(xtestbxl) s K(xtestth) A]_wlyl
K(xtesthxl) T K(mtesthxM) A]T;yM
(20)

HAPH A Yiest = [y1, 92, yn] T
4 BT ZREZIEEFENYEERERY
APL(MLCSI-ELMK)
4.1 MLCSI-ELMK/{ % 3] 5 %¥(Learning steps
of MLCSI-ELMK)
P 5T 2 )25 o) SR B IR 2% 2 ML, IRELM

Q, Q

1001 1010 —>{_ 11101010
1110 1001
Q, |
Nl | 1010 0010 N o
1 H 1 M=N—1 ...i
0011 1000 1000 1000 '

e &)

J— 1101 1001

Qn Qi
1110 1010 | 1010 1111 | 1101 1001 1100 1100

B E T S w, TR BRI &, BARRECH
o 5 AR 1 Y 24 B HH R ZE . B 02 (wy ) NTLAR Tl
TN T BT e A B IR AL DU, FREERR
AN, WIERES E 1 SO L, BEALAE — 5 s
(PIFTAFREE, XA N IR TR AT — gk ) A E,
FEXT PR IAT gt i8R, M8 2 2 e 2 o) Bk
THE R BRE S Z S0 (w;, b), SEIMBEE Z1 &
L = L+ N\, FIRWIGE A ORI M) A4
FRHE, 28 SOEFEIRIL S0, 1 2R N 28 i HY 1R 22 33k
WIEMH, 22w E % IR FR 26 1k X 28 B 2
T ARE I P 1R

Q, Q,
1100 1100

(o8
1000 1111

0010 1001

I

K: F-ELM AR B2 2 19 A3

1 ZETFMLCSA R BUE A S AL
Fig. 1 The encoding principle of network weights based on MLCSA

MLCSI-ELMK 53 (1) BAR ST SR U T -

BB MRS ESET S Lpest.

Step 1 HI4h4k. BENL=E M AN Pilk, HEw)iG
PUEFIEEA (L), TR PURTISERIEE, 45E NAS
WERFEAR (4, 1), i = [Ti1, Tiz, -+, Tin)» £ € R(i=
1,2,--- ,N), 2n(w;, b) = AZ € B 11 9 2% %
wEN;

Step 2 WA MLEERE ZTT AL = 0, 2%
WIIRWRZEEL, L =L+ X

Step 3 FEREHRAR. FEoEAEL, MHUAMEEA(L)
H AT SO RS TE IR, 45 28 8 IS M

Step4 % 25 ST HEAE. REFEEX (8)F PR
47 Baldwinian learning(B-L)#1E, A= sl pr ik Fh &
Y (), % B BEY (¢) A BE Bk AT
Lamarckian learning(L-L)#ETE A Z (1);

Step 5 VP, IHELZ () FHUARRISERE;

Step 6 TEFEIESRE. X Z(¢)F1A(t) AT T PR IE R
BRAE, 1R IPUAATREA(E + 1);

Step 7 b, R b, 15 1EFF A
BB A+ DR R EPUE, B IRESES
M, t =t + 157 % Step 2.

. . Er - H} (12;)
Step 8 ITHEHHAUEWS = (0 HE2)
MR EEL = By — wj |Ho(27), )5

Step9 47 Ep <nllZ1killZx, 75 0Bk3]Step 3.

B AELR ST Vst

Step 10 WG = [KELM"‘%], Xﬂ“?tﬁﬂ?ﬂ, Gii1;

Step 11 XBHG, RKTIEHAG,

Step 12 ELLTE HMAREI Vies:

Step 13 HHEHIHAA YViess = [y1,v2,- -, )"

N T R N 4% ) da SR T, 2 Step 2R A T]
DAHCR T 1 R4, RIRR LR B & B A=
NLTERG N, G0 NG T 2 W 4 B KB A 2 T
WE BN, HET 2 257 2] e Bk B ] DLORAT
Ba & 2 5002 (w;, b) IR IR E N A R il
i, FEtTH R 2T S S ER R AUE.
4.2 MLCSI-ELMK 8544 BH (Proof of con-

vergence for MLCSI-ELMK)

SIH TR PR BUE SR R AL,
X TR RS H ARk B f, A7 75 A =4 R R H A
AR R Z 2 I 28 545
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33 4%

li — i H — =0
Lﬁl\rfooHeLH 7LHHJIrlooH LBL fH >

H 28R 72 || e || B 55 2 10 i B0 L SR T B,

_ [-Hf
BL = Hy - 1T
E B 458 B BURE K (2,ts), TERT, tE
R™, 45 8T Re > 0, WEFERA ¢ ML TR
T BB Z A2 N 2%, 1R || H, B, — f| < e, HHE
WX 2% ) 2 5 MLCSI-ELMK 5021 253k 15.

WE BT 2 2 S e R R R A Kk
RIKBCAK, ATk & 2T R BCN L. VMG ¥ ek =
0, k < K, HH R 4% 461 AR 22 | EL(HEO) || =
I1HL($25_0)BL = -

HMLCSAE AKX, Bk = K, A3 8 & 215
MBCR LI M S A 2 | HL(925)8L — £l <
| HL(25)8L — f|- BLBF, 25 38 s & )2 95 L =
L+ 1, M4 5] #2100 £3, £8 BL ) M 2% far o 2=
Wi R\ Hr1(25)Br41 — fIl < |Hp1(£25)Br41 —
FI <HL(29)BL — fll- Wk, “L=NHk=K
I, Al

IExn(HR)|
|

<|EnHR)| <+ <
| E2(HY)| < |

|
< Bu(HT)|| < 1By (HD)]),

R
[HN () BN = fIl <
1Hn(£25)8N8 — fII < -+ <
[H2(£25)B2 — fIl < [[Hi(£25) 1 — I <
[ H1(£25)81 = flI,
Bl [H (@508 — fIl = 0. B0k, % 4 17
e > 0, fAERRE BT BN < NHIFHZ W 25,
05| H, (25)8, — f1] < AL
1 7€ BRI AT LUE Y, B 2 KB g
MLCSI-ELMK [ 45 fi¢. i it 1o 4% & T 53k vk f dh =
SANMEBAFRIFEA, I H AT LUK SRR A T [l
AR 2K ]
5 i E K45 85 Pr(Experiment of simulation
and the analysis of results)
DN ERIE AR SC T H HEMLCSI-ELMK 53 1) 3%
P, R UCIEHESE (http://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/) %}
CI-ELM, EI-ELM, PC-ELM, LOO-IELM, ErrCor,
CW-ELM, II-RELMAIMLCSI-ELMK i 47 1l 3 56
1iE, 844 Y ¥ S #4 4 4& 43 7l /2 Machine CPU,
Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP), Friedman,
Parkinsons, Waveform II, Energy efficiency, Letter
recognition, Satellite image.

AT A BBTE R — RGN N iai7 fs,
% 4t iz 17 ¥ 55 PC(Quad CPU 2.7 Hz, 16.00 GB
RAM), # 1 £ % Windows 7, 1/i L %X { MATLAB
R2012a, LA R #EMAEN P =30, ¥ 5€ 7 b M iinc
= b, VAL A RIEARIRECH300, Baldwinian
SISREEN0.5. SRR I R8s SR AN A2 s
£, BARIR IR 3 FR.

) 3 HIEERLE
Table 3 Specification of 10 benchmark problem

etk WIGRFEAS M AKL FRAEE Y
Machine CPU 100 85 6 Regression
CCPP 7,000 4300 4 Regression
Friedman 18, 080 12, 600 11 Regression
Parkinsons 2, 800 2,350 18  Regression
Waveform II 2, 000 2,000 40 Classification
Energy efficiency 768 500 8  Classification
Letter recognition 10, 000 10, 000 16  Classification
Satellite image 9, 300 8, 000 36 Classification

FHE I, SIS E -1, X AT —
Ak, 4B S BAREAE[0, 111X 18], ELM 28 [0
bR #5035 K F Sigmoid iR £k, 455 25 58 W X £ s gk AT
AOR 256, iy HY 45 T N A0VR SE I 45 B ~F- S5 18.
2(a)F%, FFH Waveform IEHREAEHEA T 0 I50640E, 24
MLCSI-ELMK®E )R8 E 7 s % (Node) 2017,
FoAthaFh 28t ELMAL A 592 (FIRMSE 25 81 & 15
F0.005. FEAELMES S RGEHHRAE LT, AT
HoAh4Fh 53, MKCSI-ELM & 7] DL 3R 45 58 B (1)
52 S RN/ RS ZE T S B2(b)FR, WEH
41k 2% NRMSE =0.0588 ik 31 f K% A8 %
M =500, SFELMEEI4 e e DL DGR I SL P B
77, B X} AR B3k 1) e KRR 27 s T LA
B, MMLCSI-ELMK &y 50k FE 1 310,050, Fr
T B S 20 S 80 30, B BN T oA U R Sk
CI-ELM(183th), EI-ELM(152th), PC-ELM(40th).
S S AT 40, HAYUCTEUE 5 AR S R B B 7R
T FEFEZ AL RE

0.35 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T

030 —EFELM
7 025 ' — MLCSI-ELM |
> ---PC-ELM
£ 0.20 - CIFELM |
& 01 i
E 010 -
=

0.05

0.00 1 1 1 1 1 i‘\|20th 1 1

10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30
R fr 240 ik

(a) Fa& RS HHEL Node = 30
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F3m
040 T T T T T T T T T
035 — EI-ELM i
£ (st ——PCELM |
é, |§ ---CI-ELM 152th
= 0.20-% .
#0154 40th 183th
a0 1 20th
g oo/ /-
0.05 — = =
1 1 1 1
0.00 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 i |
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
Ra & BT s

(b) BEEJETREL, Node = 200

K 2 FT Waveform IIEHESE FIMRAS X L

Fig. 2 Testing accuracy of different algorithms based on
Waveform II

Fazs 7 A SRR HH FIMLCSI-ELMK 47 7%
A7 b8 B A ELMUEVA T[] U5 1) R bt Ak b e
. PIMachine CPUEHEEE MBI, 7 ZRAnmitinRz
X b, e i KBRS T s AUN 50, IR ZE 2R 4
- HRMSE = 0.05, MLCSI-ELMK % 7% 1] 9)I| 45 1%
#50.0481, MR 2 50.0494, [5] 9 FE#6 22 B 25

FH AR 7R R, TR S S A R L R, AT
DL HY T MLCSI-ELMEK 5034 [ SZ 06 &8 B xok by H
M, 24k BIWIUG L E (1) ) 25 6 H iR Z2 ),
WX 2% B 75 B2 & J2 15 BB B /). BAParkinsons £ #&
R, 2 BE 2 0E KR € ARMSE = 0.121F,
MLCSI-ELMK 532 it 7 17 s 81 35118 44.86, 5
RN ERET [R] S 2.5403 s, BT /5 B& & )2 15 i 12
KT 2Heth 7 5323 50.19(ErrCor, 2.5563s), 77.12
(II-RELM, 2.6001s), 79.09(PC-ELM, 2.6665s),
112.38(CW-ELM, 4.1605s), 140.21(LOO-IELM,
4.4634s), 150.45(EI-ELM, 4.48615s), 192.66(CI-
ELM, 4.7707 s), FIL K 58 B 1 I 2% 2514

FeSANFET 432 A HERATE, 282 24 FE AT
RIS 1] (1) 52565 b 45 R 385 UCTE S 42 96 1LE,
AT TR IMLCSI-ELMK 80545 %othig /> 1770
KRBT ETT 05 E BHR T M ISR J A2, S
T BRI SRR, TEARIE IS R B R R R R T
B PR, R TR T A 7R MO T-ELM
B RE.

& 4 B3R EG)| Aail] iK% £ 3 L
Table 4 The error comparison of training and testing of the regression cases

s i BRI W) BB Ak P A
WrgEE) gk Rk #TAH IRl
CI-ELM(2007) 50 0.0882  0.1004 65.37 0.2274
EI-ELM (2008) 50 0.0674  0.0663 52,93 0.2731
PC-ELM (2012) 50 0.0573  0.0680 17.02 0.1897
Machine CPU(0.05) LOO-IELM(2014) 50 0.0627  0.0704 80.21 0.2343
ErrCor(2014) 50 0.0492  0.0533 19.72 0.1254
CW-ELM(2015) 50 0.0582  0.0575 66.76 0.2501
II-RELM(2015) 50 0.0556  0.0598 32.64 0.2861
MLCSI-ELMK 50 0.0481  0.0494 14.89 0.1945
CI-ELM 100 00573 00602 38892  2.0081
EI-ELM 100 00563 00566  309.18  2.5711
PC-ELM 100 0.0527  0.0531 47.73 1.9061
Combined Cycle Power Plant(0.052) ~ LOO-IELM 100 0.0531  0.0529 19037  2.7867
ErrCor 100 0.0507  0.0511 38.08 2.0868
CW-ELM 100 0.0524  0.0544 166.53  2.3064
II-RELM 100 0.0522  0.0529 50.32 2.7747
MLCSI-ELMK 100 0.0502  0.0513 29.15 2.0103
CI-ELM 50 0.1643  0.1656 72.57 0.0431
EI-ELM 50 0.1501  0.1572 59.03 0.4087
PC-ELM 50 0.1092  0.1101 13.98 0.0822
Friedman (0.1) LOO-IELM 50 0.1563  0.1589 60.61 0.4272
ErrCor 50 0.0972  0.1002 12.78 0.0416
CW-ELM 50 0.1514  0.1511 58.04 0.3906
II-RELM 50 0.1083  0.1087 14.66 0.0991
MLCSI-ELMK 50 0.0892  0.0883 10.18 0.0383
CI-ELM 200 0.1123  0.1080 19266 4.7707
EI-ELM 200 0.0889  0.0921 15045 4.4861
PC-ELM 200 0.0511  0.0493 79.09 2.6665
Parkinsons(0.12) LOO-IELM 200 0.0621  0.0633 14021 4.4634
ErrCor 200 0.0382  0.0407 50.19 2.5563
CW-ELM 200 0.0596  0.0589 11238 4.1605
II-RELM 200 0.0468  0.0472 77.12 2.6001
MLCSI-ELMK 200 0.0321 00327  44.86 2.5403
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Table 5 The error comparison of training and testing of the classification cases
— - AR B 2 & St
B . - -
WaBEE) CPE bEE #AHE IS} /s
CI-ELM(2007) 50 0.8229  0.0447  182.55 2.9803
EI-ELM (2008) 50 0.7981 0.0451  155.28 23321
PC-ELM(2012) 50 0.8603  0.0301 39.03 3.3371
= (2014)
Waveform II (0.05) LOO IEL];%M 50 0.8412  0.0307  133.07 2.8816
ErrCor(2014) 50 0.8935 0.0232  27.12 2.1225
CW-ELM(2015) 50 0.8489 0.0285  118.54 2.7006
[I-RELM(2015) 50 0.0871 0.0311 46.82 2.8151
MLCSI-ELMK 50 0.9098 0.0212  20.54 3.0024
CI-ELM 100 0.9030 0.0014  75.05 0.3514
EI-ELM 100 0.9239  0.0013 83.51 0.6049
PC-ELM 100 0.9652 0.0009  52.67 0.4231
LOO-IELM 50 0.9454  0.0011 62.19 0.4911
Eneray efficiency (0.045) ErrCor 50 0.9693  0.0008  28.44 0.4750
CW-ELM 50 0.9582 0.0010  59.83 0.4855
II-RELM 50 0.9507 0.0009 5251 0.4512
MLCSI-ELMK 100 0.9697 0.0008  25.65 0.4683
CI-ELM 200 0.7503 0.0118 17531 0.9957
EI-ELM 200 0.7773  0.0101  150.22 0.7306
PC-ELM 200 0.9046  0.0034 4121 1.3106
LOO-IELM 50 0.9201  0.0056  130.09 1.2236
Letter recognition (0.04) ErrCor 50 0.9489  0.0021 37.52 0.7808
CW-ELM 50 0.9312  0.0049  110.41 1.2774
II-RELM 50 0.9088  0.0031 51.15 1.2006
MLCSI-ELMK 200 0.9505 0.0019  33.52 0.7218
CI-ELM 200 0.8440 0.0044  55.65 1.4787
EI-ELM 200 0.8556  0.0039  56.93 1.7342
PC-ELM 200 09103 0.0019 2581 2.4543
Landsat satellite image (0.062) LOO-IELM 50 0.9219 0.0017  60.12 2.8655
ErrCor 50 0.9287  0.0015 19.30 1.6508
CW-ELM 50 09304 0.0016  54.41 2.9223
II-RELM 50 0.9261 0.0016  28.86 2.3409
MLCSI-ELMK 200 09318 0.0013  16.99 1.7002

BEA ST th ) SRR N B sk B TAE D, IF S
oAy JUAR BV AT 0 . AE SR KO R, A7 AN
2% 33k 75 i #% Bt (preheating section, PHS)- %8 51 %
# B¢ (radiation-tube heating section, RHS). 2 % &
(slow cooling section, SCS). A ¥ B (rapid cooling
section, RCS)S# I 5 70 X I, H 1 B S i & s 45
2 R AEAN IR R FE PR B R B R ) B 2
Pt 0]ty H0 A e (B ) R B2 AT 0 B T AR ]

PAYRR/ & IFEN, & B T o 2 25 F AR Ik A
(AR R PR S5 0 75 oK. BB N0 Ay A NI AT
B I 43 XIS« %5k TR TR J1E S, Fr AN
TN AR AR 13 9 8 B35 1 T s 25 (% EL
K, IR AT BUE H 3 T MLCSI-ELMK 5 7 ) 45 49
< R TR0 s 22 1 PRV Bl B/, A 223 BB AE [— 1, 1] 2
B, 5849 2 T I ) S PrER, 3 — P 50E 1
P th SRR iz A e
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Fig. 3 The comparisons of deviation prediction based on strip-elongation data
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6 45 (Conclusions)

ELMPERN RGHHR SEGR A A ST TR, B
BTz ACERER 2 OB AT &, B2 T
ELMBEAFAE S R & J2 0 AU DURF 2 1 1) 8, =5
& BII-ELMSL L R i i 1k B0 B2 )2 795 55 1 7 v
WG FRSETT S INE BB A IS, A
I 3 A ThAEI-ELM VL I B 5 20 s
il ] #F. SCAFIH 2 25 ) F AR B AL GiCSAH
(RS S I AR, BRAR T PULAR(E BRI,
H5R T R A PR R EATRE /). 2 T MLCSAR
[-ELM 5L BB X WX 28 BUE EAT A B E X PR3 2R
HORFESR FIAUE S BAE R E 1 A st i 2%
5 HH R 22 R PRI AR 2% A, RO AN A5 4 1 5 R
N, FRAR T W2 ISR AL, 7E UCTEE Al st
B A P B I rp R B T S g f Rl U A 432
BE 7. X 70 28 H5 s B 8 1) A, SR A% R B0 T
SR B R RBURRE, f VE A R AP AR 2R T
MIGE 7. BRI T N 26 4546 52 254k (1) 1) 8,
{H2 HHT-MLCSA A 75 2 DA /> i ) [A)
AR 0 R v FRTRE A B, 5 B0 SC A HA 1) MILCST-
ELMK TCVEUR LR FE B s St e, (R, i —20
PERR LS T 2 A S AU EL A
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