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Abstract: A quantitative analysis method is established to judge the pros and cons of the coupling strategy. The
shortcomings of the existing hybrid particle swarm optimization algorithm with intermediate starting local search (LS)
are discovered. And then a simple and efficient coupling strategy is proposed. Based on this strategy, the traditional
LS method with fast convergence performance is introduced into the comprehensive learning particle swarm optimizer
(CLPSO) algorithm. Then the CLPSO hybrid algorithm with LS (CLPSO-LS) is proposed. Numerous experiments are
carried out to test the performance of the four different LS methods based hybrid algorithms on 10-dimensional, 30-
dimensional and 50-dimensional problems of eleven benchmark functions. The results show that the performance of the
four CLPSO-LS algorithms is superior to that of CLPSO algorithm, which verifies the validity of the hybrid algorithms.
Among them, the performance of the BFGS quasi-Newton method based hybrid algorithm is the best. Finally, comparison
results with eight advanced particle swarm optimization algorithms demonstrate that the performance of the CLPSO-LS
algorithm as an improved CLPSO algorithm is superior to the compared algorithms including existing improved CLPSO
algorithms, which further validates the superiority of the CLPSO-LS algorithm.
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HRRE I R, 55 32 v h SRR, T i SO B %
HEFTTE.

FEAPSOBIEAE R M 22 W ] /I, FEAE « FL3”
5y BN S S AR AL ) A R A %o Ik 6 1) B, HH B T 22 ol
SUEPSOSIAI [H Py 22 E AT T T KEPSOM
Ok R AR 2R 2 ST B LV (compre-
hensive learning particle swarm optimizer, CLPSO) &
HoA BN R PSO S SEI ) B LUK, A
RIS T USRI N i e U8 — B R 2 4

A HICLPSOBUHE Sk K 2 & il ciub b 1127
TSRS SEI, B I AE R 2 FE R A PR R
RE 71, BB R K BE T, AR RE B =,
T A DT 4 JR VR Re R IR T R 1t e, B A N
BRI — M, AW TR AR G 8 R A R T
(local search, LS)>K i #FCLPSO, 7E {# £f 4=/t # 1
[, B2 i BV ) R RIS SIG A S

SCHER TR TE H O PSO Bk 5 LS 7k g5 & it
Frlo-231 RO TR A B E R . SCHR (1915
i i s AR, AR b 1) g SE B e (e
Poest) TATLS. SCHR [20]4F ik A B A kL7047
LS. SCHR 211945, R EEA S A REe 159, %
BLmnZeAf LS. DOX e R P& Gufih & S mg 1 H
PR VNS B 4 R i Ve, FARHE & K H
LS/a e 2T 40 {E M “ Rt tiig” , 52k 1
LR EE, W2 R R, (HELSETHM A
AR IEAE H AR E B A Rk, a0 &
MrLSIIVE ], ki 27 & PR RS & SRng fe iz Fl iZ iR &
WARERIp ST

AL T T N2 R e L (global optimum
basin, GOB)¥i - LU (1) 58 &40 77 i%, F TVFHIFE &
T FILFIR, 83 A I A (8] SIS [PIAE & SRS TR A
FOEIA R, BEmi$R T —Fh S T AR A SRR 1
CLPSO-LS VA 5k, Z WS 1] B =y RL, B 7870 SLE
CLPSOI4:JRIRE SIFILS R e S5t 35 ELAD.

EHAERINR: 2N CLPSO-LSIR &
5, 3T AR AE A R B, B4 IR U S8 o B
AL FEWCSIORS FE b7« 4FHIR A BRI HEL A b i 5
S PSOBRYE N L4 #T .
2 CLPSO-LS & & 5 ¥ (CLPSO-LS hybrid

algorithm)
2.1 ZAh%0R (Fundamental knowledge)

PSORVEB S 0t S A2 AR TRl UM EAT
y‘j, /l\ﬂ?ﬁﬁﬁfﬁv = {U1, Vg, "+ - ,vd}ﬁlﬁﬁx =

{371, 5 PR ,xd}ﬂ%ZU@, dRRFYEE. FiFidlZH &
P e AL BAE R, IF 5 5= 4 A B S B4 HAh M.

wPSOH TG AN o, I 1 5 ) 42 R A= 1 R g
71 3B EHE L. For: vy, ro RS 21347
FIBENLEL, c1, co IR T, iR KL T4, the 24
IEARIEL, poese DRI IR, goest AR FNAE

t+1 t 1 t
Vig = Wi Vgt 111 (Phessia — Tia) +

Co - To- (gécstd - xﬁd)- (D

CLPSO & 2 T wPSO MU 1 7 4 JE 4 & 2 S B
UGS R e B 30(2) B 8. 5 wPSOA [ 1 2,
Hoppest T BESR PN HAT R AR, THANAZ H
B, FF HLIR—ANK 7 BIAS R 4 B vT Reas B A R R 1
B poest. LEAP, CLPSO BB 7] ghest F > T IXFE
AE A WO ORUE RN I 2 FEE, PR TR I3 2R 25 1),
B R SR A R R e

t+1

t d t t
Vig = WiVt CTpe (pfi(d)d —xy), (2
Tig =T TV 3)

Horp: fi(d) R BB S- GEFE IR £ 1) 57 S0 R 1)

KETF 9T 2 Gest ELEM A BB, 35 LR AR

FERMSLEFE fi(d). Wiy B 3) EHT.
YER—Fh)E kX772, CLPSO R A 1R % 4 R %

FRAE T, BB X d5 5 B B T R e BEAH A T AE SELS

TIEIEAS AR AR I 4 MAE 4 LS Tk, B

A S PR IR AR A, PR AT DA 4 SR 48 5 1 e ik

(ICLPSOHLVETE AR 35 H AN, ‘EA1 70 il =& Bl T B

% (steepest descent method). DFP (Daviodn-Fletcher-

Powell) I} 2 il y% . BFGS (Broyden-Fletch-Goldfarb-

Shanno) I FHEF ALY 2% (Nelder-Mead)! .

FINBA PRSI R L GLS TR RS0 4 R

PEREAL 77 1 CLPSO SHv%, # g L Retg it — D=

CLPSOBIEMARAL R ZE. AR, BIFP T2 2 [AAR & 2R

W PR P A s 2VR A SRR R RE.

2.2 % T RPGOB I # & K & € & ¥ J7
(Quantitative evaluation method for coupling s-
trategy based on RPGOB)

A BV A R R A SR 2 rh Rk —

JE F TR B ARECIAAATLS. IXFhEHE 1 R 2 D ohid

o R R 2515 B AR ghes M Ppest, AT T-PSO

(14 R i A PR E R Y, IR —RloE PRI, 2R

1T, P TA]DILS 1) SR 2 15 L B 2 R i A 2 2R

R R 2 4 SR USSR R 2 IX 2 ) j— B A 19

FIPETHEAE IR SRR, AR — g TR

T ]

5E XHEN GOB [P RL ¥ EE 4 (ratio of particles in
global optimum basin, RPGOB)iX—#&#¥x, & &= HLIEMN

RAE LM AR REE. HEHMEE TPSOR LY

A4 R ER 2 W B S B R BT R B T aE

GOBIEFZ /M B 73 % s, LA FH bRt 22 e R 2

Rastrigin(ic A4 f5) F1 AN 1% 22 I Rastrigin b6 (12 M f6)

Tt BAA T, HoA s i U@ AL E S (fEa = [0,

0,- -, O B4, 1l T80 M, 7£ 4 R S D0 At P

(1) 3% 252 X 35 R A GOB. T 545 H bR 44 f5 1 f IGOB
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PR TR PR RO & SR RO R A B 15

X [A] 35149 [—0.49, 0.49]P. U] RPGOB #i b7 1t /& 2k A\
GOB HIRLFHS MR BB ELAE. AEAR R 5
AT, RPGOB K 28 73 ok N B53E 1) 4 o 48 R T
L.

iz HHRPGOBTE AR VEAN A& SL ik & 92 K H 1 &
B LARHAT —IRLS AR & SR BS IR PERE AR 25, B0 48 i
A SR 48 ORI R USCSIOE RE R T T T e, R
RPGOB & &7 i1 5 i1 1 B I LARE BILS /2 15 6)
4 RS R A I AE AL LL104E 1) 68 E f R B B 30
R+ 4018, S0fRFI601% )5 BILS, LK H AN JE BILS
BEFE A R R YR, BIXSEIMALIEIT25IK,
LT S FIRPGOB T b BE & A B A2 4k, N
FRRELS 5 AR R IE S B & R R AR T4
IR R 2R, ZIELSTHAE MR &, 15 2 RE A F
B] BAAR A LAAT — IRLS IR & 5L IRPGOB Rl 1548
UHAR L 2R (). BErR: 130, L40, L50A1 L6074
AR 2 A B30, 40, 50 F1604R AT — IRLSHI TR & 5
15, A LS AR M2 H A3 SILS R & 509, A
MG, A T BE AR T 197R & HE IRPGOB i 28
JUTFWE, RA A S SILS M SER R — . X
LA, BIECATFLS T H AR, Hria)fE sh LS A
BARIEE.

100
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Fig. 1 RPGOB of hybrid algorithms with LS by different L
interval iterations without considering the FEs for
LS on f5

SR, FSE FLS2 S —E Bt &, B2 HE
LSTHRIHFE, BERRAN R LAHAT —IXLS IR & FE
RPGOB [ & U PEAT X 2 (function evaluations, FEs)H
Ak 28, XA X (8] [30000, 400001 Z%H7E X 8]
[0, 161 5r3EAT 1 JRERIBOR. TEABH A i, HE A
Ja B LS PR G EIEARTAE A — MR AR LACE 3)
LSHIRAHE. Bk nl WL, #ia) & SILSAMEE A E 2
A JR g R, SO RS f7 B SRR, FRAIC T
B ST

100
90F ===+ L30
80F —=L160 —- ANINLS
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Fig. 2 RPGOB of hybrid algorithms with LS by different L
interval iterations with considering the FEs for LS

on f5

25T TE] JE BLS P A SR mE X Skl Sl
REFRISZME . 3R 1R 16/ 22 06 pR 501 104 ] il X B
FE304%. 404K, 50XFI601 S BILS HITR A& FIA i EL
PERE, BRI SLIG AL IB 4725k, F 1 FECLPSORi%
oI FEH, FEBRAN R LA A ShLST3 2R -& HE R
SR, BE R FEE R T le-2H A RIS W3R
AR, LiggsN, BILS 3 Bl 2, 2k Mo s, 1% 72 K]
P A LS 28 2 AN KT SR AR B[R] — AN X 3, 3
A Z FEPEI ARG, 5l < BB il k] I, 7R
CLPSOIEACI F2 HH 4 % JH ZILS ) SR M 2 19 I SRR
NGE ANl

% 1 HRLRIUTF MILS 6 RAH k) & I E
Table 1 Failure rate of hybrid algorithm with

intermediate LS by different L
interval iterations

BRI L=30 L=40 L=50 L=60
Griewanks 0.12 0.08 0.04 0.04
Rastrigin 0.76 0.6 0.24 0
AL Rastrigin 096 072 044 0.16
Weierstrass 1 1 0.48 0
fWF% i Rastrigin 0.48 0 0 0
WM ARIELL I Rastrigin-+ 028 0.08 0 0

g5 b, WA TR BV TR T, RIUES
] J5 ZHLS I & S I A B s 4 )R8 = 101 E
S BRIALS b TS BRI, A 4R R AN TS, 1
RPN SN AN D)0
2.3 CLPSO-LSE & H ik fil B3 M &
SR W& (CLPSO-LS hybrid algorithm with simple
and efficient coupling strategy)
BERIHET-rh A R SIS AR & SRS N TR S FERIA
A, AT — PR & BR ARG & s, BIFECLPSOC
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ST T KREERE R )G, RIEIEREG X ghes T
AT—IKLS. ‘BT T A #E A 5% 5 B N SR %
INFIAS R, AR LT R BEIR T T ST Sk
B4R FH, 75 Hom s, B3 72 ABRGS LA 77 7% A 51
JCLPSO-LSTRAHIEMIAE. JE T BFGSH Ak
DFPHU A= #iy2: . st T By fl 4 J2 48 2R I CLPS O-
LS 78 & & % 4> 3 % id N CLbfgs, CLdfp, CLsd Al

CLnelder.

BRI AR

k—

#ATCLPSO

AR ATLS )
A2
=

i g, S B R
'

P gy WATL_FEsIX
Quasi-Newton & 7 #8 Z

LS55 o fig >
7

B e

Kl 3 CLPSO-LS¥&HILHIIER
Fig. 3 The flowchart of CLPSO-LS hybrid algorithm

Bt G

FE T ] B SORE A SRS I CLPS O-LS YR & 5L/
FR AR K CLPSOM 42 Rl 8 R AL A RILS [ PRk
B SR AR BE T o4 &, O T il o il T 5 ZILS
R RN A P L4 SR A R AR AR R
THE IR, ASTE A ]S 30 LS. R ST 58 W R 7E PR FF
CLPSOM A RtERE A MATIR T, 3mSR A FIE MR
RS SAH T AE SEBR TS, 2 R B T SR R AR A
ARRE), X FE LR, A8 SCH SRS A& I N 7RIS 2
BRIERIREZ G, FHRBILS T ges BATE .

2 — T T RETEZE 8 SR I0 26 F T, SR PR
AR FECLPSOM) 4=/ M RE, 59— 5 Tl 2 L 1) e L vy
B BRI IA T RS SILS RN A RIS VR & 5
IEHLSAE B A 1), AR R B K, 5
TR J8 i S 36 A SR A SR BE I CLPSO-LSIR
HRIFHIMERE.

2.4 W4T (Convergence analysis)

5 — & IIPSOZ AL, CLPSO-LSTR & Hik 14 &
TR R 73 Ay B )4 R R R s 31RO . AR S
FR[111X CLPSOMB AR, D75 Uil ' CLPSO
HA SRR SRR R RS, A R F X CLPSOR &
W RIET K HOUSCSIGH B2 HEAT B8 23T, 55 LADFPALL
AT N AR LS AT XS L.

HRAE SCHR [25], PSOYSSSUR FE R 70— MBS T LUK
JUrifi: 1) —4E i, 2) AR T, 3) ghest M Pbest
[ 7€ . A ST [FIFEE IR e FE AR BN, X CLPSOHEATUR
SORIZ K204, CLPSORE B Rk R A AT LARIA N (4):

1 _
(o
M(4) ] LS SR RERFITE R, Wi(s):
l-fT ) e
Al X =A - Xt +b.
M CLPSOUSART, FAEAS) i (v*, ™), fHi13
X*=A. -X*+0b. (6)
EXAX =X — X, R4S FI(6), i
AX'™I=A. AX". (7)
X7 I EEE, AR A a0 T A
”ﬁAX;i” < 4] ®)

XU BHCLPSO R A3 & U Sl 7, 5 HABPSOR)
WCSIGH FE oy b 4 R — 3 5.

R TS DFPPULA-40 77 1) JR E e St BE AT 4
A SRR [26], HUSSOE FE =R (9) fs:

gt .

”W — w*IIH <y (U4r) ||B = F ()] . ©)
XCE Oy A E W lim (B — F (27)|| = 0, #
Ja+t — o

=0, it A, DFPRE ik B
0 Jat — ]

JRIAR LR IS SO P
Z% b A] 0, DFP #0045 J7 325 1 Yic S0 & Bk T
CLPSO. X Z WA xS T Rl I, ADFPYARR LS
T ik R A8 /D IFEs #t e 1A 245 2 ISR FE,
1M CLPSO-LSIE A Hik BA 5 s U S RE.
3 FrENA R (Benchmark test functions)
T MRAA SR A FIE R TERE, EHU I PR R
B EAT 5256 WK R H R IA RN 2 a2k 2
FroR, FABEAARNE B2 WCHR[11].
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Table 2 The name, formula and search range of benchmark functions
PREA R BRHCRIE R
D
Sphere fi(x) = a? [—100, 100]”
=1
D—1 9
Rosenbrock fa(z) = 3 (100(2F — 2i41)" + (x; — 1)°) [—2.048, 2.048] "
=1
1L,
f3 (x) = —20exp(—0.2 D E xi)—
Ackley b i=1 [—32.768, 32.768]”
1
exp(—= > cos(2mx;)) + 20+ e
D
Griewanks fa(x) f: % 19[ cos L 41 [—600, 600]”
4 = - - - )
=1 4000 = Vi
D
Rastrigin f5 (x) = 3 (2 — 10 cos (2mz; + 10)) [-5.12,5.12]P
1=1
D
fe () = Z (yz — 10 cos (27y;) + 10)
=1
AL Rastrigin i, || < % [~5.12,5.12]P
bi = 2x; | 1 imhEenb
2 ) 7 27
D N O
Schwefel f7(x) =418.9829 x D — Y x;sin|z;|? [—500, 500]
i=1
D km &
fs (@) = (3 [aFcos(2mb® (z; +0.5))])—
Weierstrass ’:}g k=0 [-0.5,0.5]7
D Y. [a* cos(2nb* - 0.5)], a = 0.5, b =3, kmax = 20
k=0
D
— 10 2 10
{i# I Rastrigin (@) = El (2F —10cos (2m2;) +10) + foiast. [-5.12,5.12]°
z=x—o0,x=[xr1 T2 - Tp], 0=[01 02 -+ op]
D 2
fio () = 32 (yi — 10cos (2my;) + 10) + frias2,
=1
1
TRFEASE S Rastrigin zi, el <3, [-5.12,5.12)7
Yi = 221 1 Z:172a' 7D7
5 |z > 5
z=x—o0,xz=[z1 T2 -~ zp|, 0=[01 02 -+ 0op]
D 1
=418.9829 x D — ;i i|2 i
fhifs i Schwefel fu (@) XD = 3 zisin |zl + foiasa, [~500, 500]°

z=x—o0,x=[r] T2 "

zpl, o=[o1 02 -+ op]

4  ${E 525 (Numerical experiment)
4.1 SEISHSEE (Preferences of experiment)

N T SRAE A ST EIR A R R AT R, A
591X 1 TA Ao o 0 X B RO AS ) 48 32 (104 30481150
YEY ) HEAT S5, 1SRG S B E I R
YD = 10, FEEIN = 40, £ K H bx o6 00F
HrkFMax_FEs = 4000 x D, LS HAREHHN X
L FEs =70 x D. 32455: D = 30, N = 100,
Max_FEs = 10000 x D, L_FEs = 100 x D. 534

L4 D = 50, N = 150, Max_FEs = 15000 x D,
L_FEs = 300 x D. &S5 ML I8 1725K. SLiia
17 ¥R 8i: MATLAB R2014a, Win10% Ml i, 6447 #: /5
Z45t, 8 GBNAT, 2.40 GHZALHESS,
4.2 CLPSO-LS 1] 5£ 5 45 3 43 #r (Experimental
results analysis of CLPSO-LS)
SRS A4 R(FR3)FIH T 45 CLPSO-LSIR & 5
1EACLPSOR 2505 & I BRI 104E L 304E F1504E
o] R PR SR AC SSOR 1 5 IR
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Table 3 Convergence precision of D10, D30 and D50 problems for benchmark functions

F 3 MRATR R FK A 102, 304 A2 504 [5) 72 69 AL 6 Hs B

5 s D10 D30 D50
Median Mean Median Mean Median Mean

CLPSO 3.88E-11 5.09E-11 6.96E-11 7.06E-11 5.00E-12 5.25E-12
CLbfgs 2.16E-17 2.17E-17 9.02E-18 1.28E-17 3.06E-17 2.95E-17
f1 CLdfp 1.90E-17 1.81E-17 234E-17 2.99E-17 3.90E-17 3.84E-17
CLsd 3.06E-18 4.11E-18 5.65E-18 5.51E-18 1.86E-18 1.8SE-18
CLnelder 1.24E-12 2.96E-12 1.06E-11 1.11E-11 6.63E-13 8.62E-13
CLPSO 2.83E+00 293E+00 1.99E+01 2.00E+01 3.96E+01 3.97E+01
CLbfgs  6.02E-11 5.77E-11 3.91E+00 4.18E+00 6.52E-11 6.38E-11
fa CLdfp 1.44E+00 1.45E+00 1.82E+01 1.80E+01 3.70E+01 3.66E+01
CLsd 2.28E+00 2.24E+00 1.94E+01 1.88E+01 3.90E+01 3.83E+01
CLnelder 1.63E+00 1.65E+00 1.88E+01 1.85E+01 3.80E+01 3.78E+01
CLPSO 3.53E-06 3.30E-06 295E-06 2.95E-06 5.07E-07 5.06E-07
CLbfgs 7.73E-09 7.90E-09 8.39E-09 8.68E-09 7.96E-09 7.60E-09
f3 CLdfp 8.81E-09 8.84E-09 8.20E-09 8.96E-09 8.05E-09 7.37E-09
CLsd 1.92E-09 1.92E-09 4.98E-10 8.12E-10 7.82E-12 3.24E-10
CLnelder 6.74E-07 9.34E-07 1.24E-06 1.23E-06 2.19E-07 2.32E-07
CLPSO 3.27E-04 9.95E-04 3.21E-08 4.31E-08 3.34E-10 4.87E-10
CLbfgs 1.11E-16 2.96E-04 4.44E-16 6.08E-16 8.88E-16 8.39E-16
fa CLdfp 1.11E-16 2.96E-04 1.11E-15 1.64E-15 3.89E-15 5.78E-15
CLsd 347E-11 2.96E-04 6.55E-15 6.62E-15 1.57E-14 1.56E-14
CLnelder 1.11E-05 3.15E-04 3.30E-09 6.23E-09 5.82E-11 1.00E-10
CLPSO 937E-06 1.80E-05 5.02E-03 5.51E-03 8.49E-02 8.66E-02
CLbfgs  0.00E+00 9.24E-16 0.00E+00 4.97E-16 0.00E+00 1.71E-15
f5 CLdfp 0.00E+00 7.11E-16 0.00E+00 3.55E-16 0.00E+00 1.99E-15
CLsd 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 1.42E-16
CLnelder 3.56E-07 5.10E-07 5.83E-04 6.96E-04 1.55E-02 2.02E-02
CLPSO 940E-05 1.98E-04 8.99E-02 9.38E-02 9.44E-01 1.07E+00
CLbfgs  0.00E+00 9.95E-16 0.00E+00 2.84E-16 0.00E+00 2.84E-16
fe CLdfp 0.00E+00 1.35E-15 0.00E+00 4.26E-16 0.00E+00 1.42E-16
CLsd 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
CLnelder 5.11E-06 1.18E-05 1.16E-02 1.50E-02 1.85E-01 2.08E-01
CLPSO 1.37E-08 1.84E-08 2.00E-06 2.64E-06 5.52E-06 7.82E—06
CLbfgs 1.18E-11 1.09E-11 4.00E-11 3.71E-11 5.46E-11 5.91E-11
fr CLdfp 1.18E-11 1.11E-11 3.64E-11 3.59E-11 6.18E-11 6.24E-11
CLsd 1.36E-11 1.33E-11 4.55E-11 4.48E-11 8.00E-11 8.31E-11
CLnelder 891E-11 1.92E-10 1.19E-08 247E-08 3.53E-10 4.37E-10
CLPSO 3.72E-05 3.78E-05 5.85E-05 5.74E-05 7.85E-06 8.55E-06
CLbfgs 5.25E-06 1.87E-05 7.58E-06 1.03E-05 4.26E-10 2.03E-07
fs CLdfp 3.42E-05 3.26E-05 2.57E-05 2.89E-05 1.67E-07 4.97E-07
CLsd 3.88E-05 4.40E-05 4.61E-05 4.49E-05 1.08E-06 2.26E-06
CLnelder 3.78E-05 4.04E-05 4.61E-05 4.31E-05 1.89E-06 3.15E-06
CLPSO 227E-06 447E-06 2.62E-03 3.59E-03 4.78E-02 4.55E-02
CLbfgs 6.64E-13 6.19E-13 193E-12 1.87E-12 3.19E-12 3.15E-12
fo CLdfp 6.64E-13 6.19E-13 193E-12 1.87E-12 3.19E-12 3.15E-12
CLsd 6.63E-13 6.19E-13 1.89E-12 1.80E-12 3.15E-12 3.09E-12
CLnelder 8.38E-11 3.66E-10 1.05E-08 1.21E-05 8.60E-08 3.87E-05
CLPSO 3.35E-05 5.46E-05 4.01E-02 4.58E-02 5.33E-01 5.65E-01
CLbfgs 529E-13 536E-13 194E-12 1.87E-12 3.23E-12 3.19E-12
fio CLdfp 529E-13 536E-13 194E-12 1.87E-12 3.23E-12 3.19E-12
CLsd 5.28E-13 5.33E-13 190E-12 1.82E-12 3.11E-12 3.13E-12
CLnelder 1.35E-10 7.83E-10 2.96E-07 1.06E-03 4.32E-04 9.10E-03
CLPSO 6.24E-10 1.16E-08 1.64E-08 2.01E-08 8.39E-09 1.24E-08
CLbfgs 5.46E-12 1.02E-11 7.28E-11 2.49E-10 2.22E-10 2.98E-10
fi1 CLdfp 8.19E-12 1.15E-11 9.64E-11 4.20E-10 2.33E-10 3.59E-10
CLsd 6.37E-12 6.84E-12 6.91E-11 2.10E-10 1.56E-10 2.31E-10
CLnelder 4.55E-12 1.22E-11 3.82E-10 6.35E-10 3.27E-10 3.58E-10
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4.2.1 CLPSO-LSR& HIEWSIR 73 #r(Conve-
rgence precision analysis of CLPSO-LS hy-
brid algorithm)

HH WS SSOKE FEE PRI 1 45 SR (3 T 1, P A Nk R
1104 . 304E 1504k ] @, CLPSO-LSVE & 5y (E A1
M HZEF/DFEs T, # ELCLPSOR%IA F 1 5 i
WCSIORE FE. T Th BAR o T 8 SBEAEAN A e 5 itk
PERE.

2% 104 1] 8 )R 45 ST 73 1. 1) CLsdAE f
N fo I3 R0, Ui BH AR IO AR S S 4 ) s A A
CLbfgs MICLAfpfE f5 i fo A, IS 1R =i
¥ B, LLCLPSOS LI = T 1028 1I/ME . Fidkix
PR G EIELE f5 70 fo RMCSIORE FE 1 R A1 B8 20, 156
BHE R ZH0sie b, PR A s ®l 1 4R
AR, 2) X T f1, fo, o fr, fo, FroM fro, VRS BT
[0 SSORG B b CLPSO #2511 3-11 M E 4. Hor,
CLPSOBIEARERT fo RIS RAN KT, T CLbfgs /7
NG USSR FE KRS = 3 T E-1 X ANM0E . 3) £
Ja R0 fo IS8 b, A SC RT3 S92 T SRS FE A b 1
CLPSO 42/ 1 2-31.

[E R, MF3H A E ), CLPSO-LSTR & 5.2: 1)
PEREAE 304 RN S04E 1] 51 _F thA B B4, IERH 7wt
Fen 24 ] R A A

25 I, CLPSO-LS iR & H %5 AH t - CLPSO & 7%,
X AN [ 4 P55 1) B A Uk o B B A B AR 3, TR K
ZHERBR AR BE. O H, WA FIENR AT
RETE S M E SRS, BAYEEY Rt 5EhE .
4.2.2 4FCLPSO-LSR & 5% 4T (Rank-

ing analysis of the four CLPSO-LS hybrid al-
gorithms)

I3 AR 25 D R S RS SOk FE PR BB A
LA T HEY GB BAH FUE R B 51 44 10), 13 & 5
AN R B HE S, 0 BRI HEA
Mg &4, MRAETHEMHEL NS4 R
1, CLbfgs F1 CLsd FE5158 1, 4 F KAk k2 CLdfp
CLnelder. $LA4-H 7 VELE T TR0 SR B0 JR et
fife 77 T R A IR RE ). Ak I SIGE FE A L
B AR I T AN SR ) AN SR AR
A i R AU )RR, B LATE S B AR SAMELAS:

k4 AT IHSAF AR B
Table 4 Ranking based on the mean of convergence
precision

PR CLPSO CLbfgs CLdfp CLsd CLnelder

f1-D10 5 3 2 1 4
fo-D10 5 1 2 4 3
f3-D10 5 2 3 1 4
fa-D10 5 1 1 1 4
f5-D10 5 3 2 1 4
f6-D10 5 2 3 1 4
f7-D10 5 1 2 3 4
fs-D10 3 1 2 5 4
fo-D10 5 3 2 1 4
f10-D10 5 2 3 1 4
f11-D10 5 2 3 1 4
f1-D30 5 2 3 1 4
f2-D30 5 1 2 4 3
f3-D30 5 2 3 1 4
fa-D30 5 1 2 3 4
f5-D30 5 3 2 1 4
f6-D30 5 2 3 1 4
f7-D30 5 2 1 3 4
fs-D30 5 1 2 4 3
fo-D30 5 2 3 1 4
f10-D30 5 2 3 1 4
f11-D30 5 2 3 1 4
f1-D50 5 2 3 1 4
fo-D50 5 1 2 4 3
f3-D50 5 3 2 1 4
fa-D50 5 1 2 3 4
f5-D50 5 2 3 1 4
fe-D50 5 3 2 1 4
f7-D50 5 1 2 3 4
fs-D50 5 1 2 3 4
fo-D50 5 2 2 1 4
f10-D50 5 2 2 1 4
f11-D50 5 2 4 1 3
TFIHEZ  4.9394  1.8485 23636 1.8485  3.8485
RZAHA 5 1 3 1 4

N T IR AT B, AT R A 1 A At AT
H(FK5). 19 H CLbfgs & i, H 4 Bk & BiEH AL T
CLPSOH%. ZraPidsEd 75 3, 75 H R A B2 ik
SIOH FE I CLbfgs BARIVEBE SR, AT 9 Ja 20t
T BRI

%5 AT VMM IEIEL
Table 5 Ranking based on the median of convergence
precision

FEEfEkr CLPSO CLbfgs CLdfp CLsd CLnelder

SEHE4Z 49394 1.5455  1.9394 1.9697  3.7879
RAHEA 5 1 2 3 4
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43 5 3 fih 2503 PSO & 32 (1) XF b (Comparison
with other improved PSO algorithms)
4.3.1 WSIORS B 43 BT (Convergence precision analy-
sis)
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Table 6 The mean of convergence precision of improved PSO algorithms

H¥ ~ CSO  SLPSO  FIPS FDR-PSO CPSO-H DMS-L-PSO DNLPSO HCLPSO CLPSO CLbfgs
fi T4E-T9 24E-87 12E-08 6.4E-52 38E-06 3.8E-38  19E-01 2.0E-22 S5.1E-11 22E-17
f2 6IE+00 53E+00 5.1E+00 4.0E-01 24E+00 6.0E-11  50E+00 3.8E+00 2.9E+00 5.8E-11
fs 3.0E-15 6.6E-02 4.6E-05 S54E-15 63E-04 37E-15  15E+00 G61E-12 33E-06 7.9E-09
fi 21E-02 16B-02 13E-01 7.IE-02 48E-02 10E-02 3.8E-01 23E-02 1.0E-03 3.0E-04
fs ASE+00 6.1E+00 5.5E+00 37E+00 14E-06 53E-15  1.0E+01 1.0E-04 18E-05 9.2E-16

D10 f5 6.5E+00 8.1E+00 7.1E+00 3.8E+00 8.7E-07  32E-01  9.0E+00 4.3E-02 2.0E-04 1.0E-15
fr 56E+02 63E+02 83E-05 7.E+02 38E+01  16E+02  8.1E+02 1.4E+01 18E-08 11E-11
fs 00E+00 23E-06 2.6E-03 17E-04 93E-03 0.0E+00 17E+00 2.6E-13 38E-05 19E-05
fo A4TE+00 62E+00 4.6E+00 4.0E+00 40E-02 19E-13  1IE+01 4.5E-05 4.5E-06 6.2E-13
fio 8.0E+00 9.9E+00 6.2E+00 4.0E+00 8.0E-02 39E-01  12E+01 4.0E-02 5.5E-05 5.4E-13
fi1 2.0E+02 29E+02 23E-06 3.0B+02 12E+01  1.9E+01  43E+02 8.0E-13 1.2E-08 1.0E-1l
fi 12E-113 2.1E-137 41E-06 2.8E-96 52E-06 S.E-41  4.1E+02 64E-40 7.1E-11 13E-17
fo 2.E+01 15E+01 24E+01 13E+01 2.1E+01  74E-11  4.1E+01 1.8E+01 2.0E+01 4.2E+00
f3 36E-15 64E-15 45E-04 19E-14 55E-04 25E-14  19E+00 1.7E-14 3.0B-06 8.7E-09
fi 39E-04 39E-04 2.6E-04 1.0E-02 25E-02 0.0E+00 9.1E-01 4.5E-03 43E-08 6.1E-16
fs 8A4E+00 14E+01 8.6E+01 25E+01 19E-06  13E+01  7.0E+01 1.2E+00 55E-03 5.0E-16

D30 fs 18E+01 24E+01 7.E+01 13E+01 1.6E-06 1.9E+01  6.1E+01 1.8E+00 9.4E-02 2.8E-16
fr 14E+03 1.6E+03 3.4E+00 32E+03 3.1E-06  20E+03  33E+03 9.5E+00 2.6E-06 3.7E-11
fs 0.0E+00 0.0E+00 21E-02 3.6E-04 25E-02 57E-15  94E+00 2.6E-15 5.7E-05 1.0E-05
fo 10E+01 17E+01 62E+01 26E+01 14E-06  1.5E+01  82E+01 5.8E-01 3.6E-03 19E-12
fio 1.9E+01 2.8E+01 53E+01 1.6E+01 14E-06  22E+01  7.4E+01 1.7E+00 4.6E-02 1.9E-12
fi1 34E+02 63E+02 21E-03 L7E+03 LIE-05 99E+01  27E+03 58E-05 2.0E-08 2.5E-10
fi S9E-127 7.5E-160 4.1E-04 1.8E-99 46E-06 95E-40  1.6E+01 42E-46 53E-12 3.0E-17
f2 3.6E+01 25E+01 44E+01 27E+01 32E+01  72E-11  5.7E+01 3.2E+01 4.0E+01 6.4E-11
fs 36E-15 T.0E-15 3.6E-03 35E-14 44E-04 75E-14  17E+00 32E-14 5.1E-07 7.6E-09
fi 00E+00 3.0E-04 72E-04 40E-03 39E-02 00E+00  22E+00 21E-03 49E-10 8.4E-16
f5 10E+01 1.6E+02 23E+02 53E+01 14E-06 29E+01  LIE+02 3.0E+00 8.7E-02 1.7E-15

D50 fg 13E+02 3.0E+02 2.1E+02 2.5E+01 1.5E-06  39E+01  1.2E+02 3.5E+00 1.1E+00 2.8E-16
fr 22E+03 23E+03 47E+02 62E+03 38E-06 64E+03  7.6E+03 24E+01 7.8E-06 5.9E-11
fs 0.0E+00 0.0E+00 1.IE-01 13E-01 3.1E-02 17E-12  13E+01 17E-14 8.6E-06 2.0E-07
fo 12E+01 35E+01 17E+02 63E+01 1.1E-06  38E+01  1.6E+02 2.0E+00 4.6E-02 3.2E-12
fio 32E+01 12E+02 17E+02 3.1E+01 8.6E-07  52E+01  1.7E+02 38E+00 5.7E-01 3.2E-12
fi1 SOE+02 1.0E+03 50E-01 3.4E+03 92E-06 17E+02  52E+03 9.1E-03 12E-08 3.0E-10
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Table 7 Ranking of PSO variants based on mean of convergence precision

fEESEbE  CSO SLPSO FIPS FDR-PSO CPSO-H DMS-L-PSO DNLPSO HCLPSO CLPSO CLbfgs

BEIRRE 7 5 0 0 0
P4 497 6 7576 6212 5.121
&HEA 5 7 9 8 6

4 0 1 0 19
4.576 9.667 4.212 4152  2.424
4 10 3 2 1

I X 10N HE I HE 42 317 Friedman test, 13 %p
= 4.9733E—24 < 0.05, W BALE R Z M KF0.05 46
o JEAR B (HO: VAR R 3 22 57, B 10F 5
R AR ZE R, B, #5560 A SC I CLbfgs 57k A2
5B VEHAR T HoAth Bir g o bR BV, B IR 594
S BV 1 AR S B Wilcoxonf: AN 56, 15 31 3R 8 I 4
AR, ASCH3IANFEAR, 75 KFEARFEAE > 30) B,
Kz 56 bR 1 TE 25 70 A 1E 2. 35 7K ¥ 80.058F, _F i
FUE N1.645, FIEFUE N —1.645. 59R BRI H 2
Gt BT FIGFE 1.645, B LAE 48 J5AR5 (HO:
R 56 (R S 2 B i 3 22 57). BeAh, R A& ifplE
BN TF0.050L Je B 51 41, 2% B B4 o SR AR 4.
FAE U, CLbfgs 35 ML FIX 9F%) Lk PSOHIE.

% 8 Wilcoxonfk #etbInag 45
Table 8 The results of Wilcoxon rank sum test

% AR BN pla hi

CSO 3.84424 1395  1.21E-04 1
SLPSO 4.66512 1460  3.08E-06 1
FIPS 6.30656 1590  2.85E-10 1
FDR-PSO 5.49923 1528  3.81E-08 1
CPSO-H 4.50203 1450.5 6.73E-06 1
DMS-L-PSO 3.8198 13955 1.34E-04 1
DNLPSO 7.32595 1650  2.37E-13 1
HCLPSO 3.58163 1378.5 3.41E-04 1
CLPSO 4.07286 1417  4.64E-05 1

25 b, CLbfgs [F)iH 54 Be o 3 UL T HAh 2t PSO
L. FERRRIE L, R33NI, CLbfgs R 20
AR E PRI T R T A FILSHA & 5K 1% () DMS -
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1AHCLPSO, 7T A #E T 5 —F CLPSO
(1) 40 S VA DNLPSO. 3X 356 BH, A S TR & SR AMY
T HAh CLPSOMGHHLZ:, [FIRF th ik T4 T a5 3
LS RHE-& Sms i HABPSOTR & 502, i — B I8iE 7 A

SR R R B A 250
4.3.3 WSl 2R (Convergence curve)
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Fig. 4 Convergence curve of f4 of 10D problem
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5 4518 (Conclusions)
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