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Grey Wolf Optimizer Algorithm Based on Lens Imaging Learning Strategy

LONG Wen' WU Tie-Bin? TANG Ming-Zhu?® XU Ming* CAI Shao-Hong?

Abstract In the grey wolf optimizer algorithm, C is an important parameter. The exploration capability of GWO
mainly depends on the parameter C. At present, few of researchers are aiming at parameter C in GWO algorithm. Many
issues need to be settled. In addition, during the evolution process, the other individuals in the population move towards
to the o, B and § which are to accelerate convergence. However, the algorithm is easy to trap in the local optima. In this
paper, an improved GWO algorithm called LIL-GWO is proposed to solve these problems. The proposed algorithm firstly
analyzes the role of parameter C' and presents a new parameter C strategy to balance between exploration and exploitation
of GWO. Secondly, at the end of the GWO algorithm, all individuals assemble into the decision-making region which is
resulted in poor population multiplicity. A new opposition-learning strategy based on optical lens imaging principle is
proposed to help the population jump out of a local optimum. A theoretical proof of convergence for LIL-GWO algorithm
is provided. Simulation experiments were conducted on the 12 widely used benchmark test functions and 30 benchmark
test functions from the CEC 2014. The overall performance of LIL-GWO algorithm is much better than the basic GWO
algorithm, several improved GWO algorithms, and other compared algorithms with the same number of fitness evaluations

(FEs). Finally, LIL-GWO is applied to identify the parameters of PV model and the satisfied results are obtained.
Key words Grey wolf optimizer (GWO) algorithm, lens imaging learning (LIL), global optimization, photovoltaic model,
parameter identification
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B T RBREL f4, LIL-GWO 5325 3 4F FoAth pR % 3R
5T I A5 B AR, GWO Il WAGWO Hik4e
PR £y EHUAS TR R4 R, LIL-GWO 2 5I7E 10
AT ASRE LR T mGWO 573k 4¢ U ATAH
U &5 5y Bk, 6T fy, mGWO 045 RER. 5
AIGWO H LML, LIL-GWO 43578 9 AR 2 A
RREL LA TR AL S R 5 EEGWO 5k
FHEE, B3 T B3 £y, LIL-GWO £ HoAb I pf % 1 H
3T ML EE R, XFF fy, LIL-GWO 738 T 47
fF4E 3. % 2 b Friedman's HE 44 K 5 45 5 0] %1,
LIL-GWO FiEtEREHEA 5 —, EEGWO SykHES
=L MR GWO Skt Rei . BT sCREE, K
6 R T 6 PEEXT 6 SR B S ih £k,

K112 MARENNR R 2L

Table 1 ~ Twelve benchmark test functions
R4 EEAE UM £ el
Sphere AX)=YD0 a2 [—100, 100]
Schwefel’s 2.22 X)) =2 |z + 112, |z [-10,10]
Schwefel’s 2.21 f3(X) = max; {|z;],1 < z; < D} [—100, 100]
Rosenbrock f4(X) =32 [100 (zip1 — 22)% + (z; — 1)?] [—30, 30]
Sum-Power F5(X) = TP |z, |6+ [—1,1]
Elliptic fo(X) =32, (105)G-D/(n=1g2 [—100, 100]
Rastrigin f(X) =3P [x2 — 10cos(27x;) + 10] [-5.12,5.12]
Ackley Fs(X) = —20exp (—0.2,/ 52 a?) —exp (5 XL, cos(2mz:)) +20+ ¢ [—32, 32]
Griewank FolX) = 725 S0, @3 — T2 cos (2£) +1 [—600, 600]
Alpine fio(X) =3P | |a;sin(z;) + 0.1z [—10, 10]
Levy X)) =3P (z; — 1)?[1 + sin?(3nzi41)] + sin?(37z1) + |xp — 1|[1 + sin?(37zp)] [~10,10]
Stretched V-sine fr2(X) = 20" (22 4 222,,)%2% - ((sin50(x? 4 22,,)%1)% + 1) [—10,10]
%2 LIL-GWO 510At 5 Fdgdons 12 /IR es Hi 45 28 LU
Table 2 Comparisons of LIL-GWO and other five algorithms for 12 test functions
AL Geil & GWO mGWO WAGWO AIGWO EEGWO LIL-GWO
SFEME 1.36 x 10—2° 7.89 x 10744 7.66 x 1073° 3.62 x 10~42 0
fi bRtz 1.62 x 10—2° 8.68 x 1044 1.01 x 1034 3.89 x 10~42 0 0
4 6 3 5 4 1 1
R 4.87 x 10718 1.16 x 10726 6.83 x 102! 1.38 x 1072° 0 0
f2 bRz 2.58 x 10~18 6.14 x 1027 5.18 x 10—2¢ 1.64 x 10-2° 0 0
4 6 3 5 4 1 1
R 1.89 x 107 4.48 x 10712 6.97 x 107° 3.17 x 10712 0 0
f3 bRz 8.81 x 10~8 6.38 x 1012 5.29 x 10~° 6.34 x 10~12 0 0
4 6 4 5 3 1 1
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Table 2  Comparisons of LIL-GWO and other five algorithms for 12 test functions (Continued)
BRI FteiR GWO mGWO WAGWO AIGWO EEGWO LIL-GWO
RN 2.72 x 10! 2.71 x 10 2.75 x 10! 2.78 x 10 2.90 x 10* 2.89 x 10*
fa IR 9.99 x 10~* 6.53 x 107! 9.75 x 107! 1.13 x 10° 5.58 x 1073 7.43 x 1072
HE# 2 1 3 4 6 5
T 1.44 x 10101 4.69 x 107152 4.08 x 107121 4.89 x 107154 0 0
fs LIRS 1.49 x 10101 5.30 x 10152 5.77 x 10~ 121 2.80 x 10154 0 0
4 6 4 5 3 1 1
THIH 9.01 x 10726 3.12 x 10—40 1.14 x 10-31 6.74 x 10740 0 0
fe ARG 2.81 x 10725 3.34 x 10740 9.06 x 1032 1.24 x 10739 0 0
44 6 3 5 4 1 1
T 2.08 x 10° 0 4.54 x 10~ 0 (] 0
fr PRz 4.64 x 10° 0 2.54 x 10~ 0 0 0
4 6 1 5 1 1 1
P 6.84 x 101 1.23 x 104 3.29 x 10~ 1.37 x 10714 8.88 x 1016 8.88 x 10716
fs IR 1.08 x 10~ 14 3.89 x 10715 1.97 x 10-15 3.18 x 10715 0 0
44 6 3 5 4 1 1
Rl 8.52 x 10~13 4.44 x 10716 4.17 x 10715 0 0 0
fo LN 3.03 x 10713 1.69 x 10~15 0 0 0
4 6 4 5 1 1 1
EHME 5.25 x 107* 1.09 x 10—24 1.05 x 104 9.70 x 1022 0 0
fio bz 5.34 x 10~4 2.18 x 10724 2.35 x 10~4 2.13 x 10~2! 0 0
A4 6 3 5 4 1 1
SFHME 2.59 x 10~3! 4.64 x 1045 6.40 x 1036 2.32 x 10744 0 0
fi1 it 2 1.34 x 10-31 7.73 x 10745 8.76 x 10736 5.97 x 10~44 0 0
HE4 6 3 5 4 1 1
FEME 6.12 x 1078 3.21 x 10712 3.82 x 10~° 1.75 x 1011 0 0
f12 brEz 1.74 x 108 2.24 x 10~12 1.37 x 10~° 1.33 x 10~ 0 0
Hi44 6 3 5 4 1 1
PR 5.6667 2.9167 4.8333 3.3333 1.4167 1.3333
53251 4 6 3 5 4 2 1

MK 6 nTLUEMLE H, 5 GWO. mGWO.,
WAGWO 1 AIGWO 5L, LIL-GWO 52
TE 6 AWK R b B AT v (1 SRR PR A PR IRl
SGHENE. B EEGWO HiALE 6 MNIRK R £ L 3kss
T 5 LIL-GWO SEAR LIRS B2, AH e S50k F B
BENG T LIL-GWO 835 5T fo, WRE IS
T AR K AR B RO SO

3.3 SHMAHAERMUEIER LR

K TR A RE, ¥ LIL-GWO 5 8
Tl LAt B AR R RE A AR SVE AT LA, e AT =& Ty
ZEFE FE & N JEAE SR (Covariance matrix adap-
tation, CMA-ES)B8 | Sk ki v # At 1t (Improved
particle swarm optimization, IPSO) 5k, JF

S )27 2] 1 2 3 1346 (Opposition-based differen-
tial evolution, ODE) HikB | 4 Ftbis T A T
B (Gbest-guided artificial bee colony, GABC)
BVEBO RS S B AR (Elitist teaching-
learning-based optimization, ETLBO)®! . ki
AL 5775 (Improved whale optimization algo-
rithm, TWOA)M2 [ 5] 5 A ¥ 0k 1F 9% 42 5%
5% (Improved sine cosine algorithm, ISCA)M3.
N T OB AP, 8 i BE R T AR ) F) 3k . T
Hrix 3 15000 ¥, BIAREERA A 30, e KIsAIREL
A 500. REHIERORE N D = 30. £ 3 FiZk 4 73
g T 8 RN 12 AN R £ 30 BT S5
SRAFH A AnifEZE | Friedman’s HER KL 45 |
% ¥ Wilcoxon's JEZ ka5 45 B H Wilcoxon's
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Fig.6 Convergence curves of six algorithms for six representative test functions
& 3 vt M- & 4
FRAIRG 56 45 2R R RESLIEAIEE, LIL-GWO 53 10 M B H A o

M 3 i gs R s, 5 CMA-ES. ODE
1 GABC S ML, LIL-GWO £8 11 SR &
B RIS TR S . R, X R EL £y, CMA-
ES. ODE #1 GABC 1§ T UF g K. 5 IPSO #H
b, LIL-GWO 78 3 o 2 159 21 7 B8 bf iy ok
fe. 5 ETLBO ALk, LIL-GWO 7 10 /N ek %1
ERA TR RERN 1 ANEREL (fo) 3RS TAHALL
(RITERE: SR, X T fi, ETLBO 33 T Rtk 45 5.
5 ITWOA #tt, LIL-GWO # 3 /MR s $ B3
TR 45 R 8 AN R AR T ARRLI &5 0L X
T 1, IWOA K45 AR, ISCA A fi i i —Hf
HABSRTe 4 RS Re S, 5 ISCA ML, LIL-
GWO 7 11 MK R £ EHAS T AL P fE; 6T
f1, ISCA 153IFE 221045 5. M Friedman'’s HE44 K05
ZERATLIE Y, LIL-GWO HE4 55—, ISCA HE4 5
=, W IWOA . ETLBO. ODE. GABC. CMA-
ES F1 IPSO.

% 4 WLLEH, LIL-GWO S48 it fg HiAth
XPEEE LR TR RY KT R (H. ¥
Wilcoxon's FRAIE %, Fr T LIL-GWO 5 IWOA
A LIL-GWO 5 ISCA #HEE P RME E, HoAdx b
BVEI p /N T 0.05, XU LIL-GWO &3k (1)
P AL T CMA-ES. IPSO. ODE. GABC 1
ETLBO #3%. %4, LIL-GWO 5 ISCA 1 TWOA
FOLMMERE R A BN ZE ek, SR, S AR

K54+ 1.
3.4 SRR MEF 3R L

T BTG S 7 ) (Lens image based
learning, LIBL) A1—f Jx [1] 2% 2] (Oppositional
based learning, OBL) W& 147 2, ¥ e i1k A
FHA GWO ik, 43543 8] LIBL-GWO A
OBL-GWO S5k, A/NTERER 1 1 12 AN
PRIACHEAT U7 SL SR EE I P R SRR RE AL 5. 2
HOBCE 55 3.2 ATHIE. % 5 41 T OBL-GWO #!
LIBL-GWO FExF 12 ANl ea 4 (D = 30 4E) 30
ML I AR AT (V)P BB AR 22 2 2R

M5 g Rl s, 5 OBL-GWO HikAH LT,
BT fus fr A1 fo, LIBL-GWO 53275 HoAl 9 ANl
R R TR LR T f F f, PR
FRIAT T S Ee 45 3 AR, OBL-GWO #
RAEREL fy AR TR R, XK GWO &
R PR T3 B8 A5 2 >0 1R SR LUK — e T 2%
>) g S R E G S BN Ry E B
3.5 LIL-GWO %X CEC 2014 Jix (6]

H T E DI R A R R AT, R
LIL-GWO $#3E M H Tk fi# IEEE CEC2014 U
K. CEC2014 MR & 30 ek, efith®
1 A IR R 5O R % SR A B PR . 30 AN R AL
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Table 3

#* 3 LIL-GWOLIL-GWO S5Ath 7 R vE5t 12 AR Em g R Lue

Comparisons of LIL-GWOLIL-GWO and other seven algorithms for 12 test functions

B Goiksi® CMA-ES IPSO ODE GABC ETLBO IWOA ISCA LIL-GWO
SEEIME 8.64 x 10711 2.82 x 10716 2.68 x 10749 4.00 x 10~!¢ 2.70 x 10119 0 0 0
fi o FEMEZ 3.83x 1071 5.07 x 10716 250 x 10749 3.76 x 1076 4.29 x 10119 0 0 0
He4 8 6 5 7 4 1 1 1
PHME 2.03x 1075 4.03x 1073 3.86 x 10731 2.59 x 107 1.19 x 10790 2.77 x 10~267 0 0
fo FEMEZE 115 x 1075 8.05 x 1073 4.00 x 1073' 1.98 x 10~8 5.87 x 10~6! 0 0 0
He4 7 8 5 6 4 3 1 1
SESME 1.38 x 1074 213 x 100  1.47x 1072 1.16 x 10~ 2.35 x 10736  6.35 x 1079 0 0
fs  FEMEZE 259 x 1075 7.32x 107! 266 x 1073 227 x 1072 1.82x 10736  1.26 x 1079 0 0
He4 5 8 6 7 4 3 1 1
SESME 1.83x 100 7.98 x 101 2.81 x 100 2.86 x 10!  2.50 x 10* 2.87 x 101 2.90 x 10  2.89 x 10!
fa FEMEZ 356 x 1071 5.57 x 101 345 x 107! 1.66 x 107!  2.65x 107! 5.87 x 1072 4.55 x 107! 7.43 x 102
He4 1 8 3 4 2 5 7 6
SESME 3.91 x 10710 2,17 x 10734 8.51 x 107149 4.02 x 10742 3.26 x 10278 0 0 0
fs  FRMEZE 4.00 x 10710 4.21 x 10734 8.47 x 107149 6.81 x 10~42 0 0 0 0
4 8 7 5 6 4 1 1 1
SEEME 2.89 x 1073 5.28 x 1078 1.91 x 1074* 1.86 x 10~!2 1.18 x 10115 0 0 0
fo  FFMEZE 258 x 1073 6.99 x 1078 2.23 x 1074* 1.02 x 10~!2 1.30 x 10115 0 0 0
He4 8 7 5 6 4 1 1 1
SEHME 1.26 x 102 2.57 x 100 1.14 x 107'* 9.62 x 10~®  8.96 x 10° 0 0 0
fr tEdEZE 6.85 x 101 1.54 x 10°  2.54 x 10~'* 1.88 x 10~'*  6.17 x 10° 0 0 0
He4 8 7 5 4 6 1 1 1
SFEME 241 x10°% 710 x 107 1.07 x 1074 3.81 x 10~'* 2.66 x 10~° 8.88 x 1076 8.88 x 1016 8.88 x 1016
fs  WEMEZE 698 x 1077 1.54 x 10~¢ 1.85 x 1075 2.16 x 10~!% 9.93 x 10~16 0 0 0
He 8 7 5 6 4 1 1 1
SEEME 6.60 x 10711 2.33 x 107! 244 x 10716 6.21 x 10716 0 0 0 0
fo ARMEZE 132 x 107! 1.30 x 10~! 1.45 x 10~'% 9.63 x 10~1¢ 0 0 0 0
He4 7 8 5 6 1 1 1 1
PHME 9.71x107% 6.32x107°  9.53 x 10° 1.35x 1076 2.21 x 10-6' 7.28 x 10~262 0 0
fio  FRMEZE 294 x 1076 7.25 x 107% 779 x 10°  2.42 x 10~¢ 2.97 x 10~6! 0 0 0
He4 6 7 8 5 4 3 1 1
M 459 x 1075 1.19 x 10 2.38 x 10~%° 4.58 x 10~1° 2.62 x 10— 12 0 0 0
fi1 WEMEZE 427 x 1075 843 x 10° 3.10 x 10749 6.63 x 10~!5 3.04 x 107120 0 0 0
44 7 8 5 6 4 1 1 1
SEEE 149 x 1071 1.53 x 101 3.51 x 10715 8.06 x 102 2.08 x 1028 0 0 0
fiz  kRUEZE 587 x 107  6.60 x 10° 2.45 x 10~*5 1.85x 10~2 1.35 x 10—28 0 0 0
He4 7 8 5 6 4 1 1 1
V34 6.6667 7.4167 5.1667 5.7500 3.7500 1.9167 1.5000 1.4167
A4 7 8 5 6 4 3 2 1
# 4 LIL-GWO A 7 FrEIRIG SR80 45 B b
Table 4  Statistical test results of LIL-GWO and other seven algorithms
g R* R~- p-value a = 0.05 a=0.1
LIL-GWO versus CMA-ES 67.0 11.0 2.8848 x 10—+ Yes Yes
LIL-GWO versus IPSO 78.0 0.0 4.5561 x 10—* Yes Yes
LIL-GWO versus ODE 67.0 11.0 1.3461 x 103 Yes Yes
LIL-GWO versus GABC 66.0 12.0 7.0988 x 10~4 Yes Yes
LIL-GWO versus ETLBO 62.0 16.0 5.7382 x 10—3 Yes Yes
LIL-GWO versus IWOA 40.0 38.0 3.1412 x 101! No No
LIL-GWO versus ISCA 39.5 38.5 9.8936 x 101! No No
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Table 5 Experimental results of two algorithms for E@ 30 /[\ i i& 1& ﬁt ;k ﬁﬁ, }1& 5 7 %EI-" f& 5% 1& E]/‘] ﬁ
12 functions TR R AL B R AT OB, B AR YR

sy OBL-GWO LIBL-GWO R LR K IR A 592 (Harmony search and sim-
S e T e ulated annealing, HS-SA)“°, H1 5% H (Pity bee-

fi 237Tx10%  3.66 x 10— 0 0 tle algorithm, PBA) kM0, 41 & 8 7 70 dE b
fo 12Tx107%%  7.90 x 1010 0 0 (Composite DE, CoDE) $ik0U7, & A T.#%
fa 250x107%% 436 x 10733 0 0 # (Modified ABC, MoABC) $ikUsl, S+ 3%
fi 287Tx10' 155x10-' 289 x10' 583 x 10>  ALIRIEME L AR F VL (Dynamic group strat-
fs 1.16 x 10145 1.60 x 10~145 0 0 egy TLBO, DGS-TLBO)M, B &4 9 8 R
fo 146 x 1072 2,05 x 10728 0 0 % (Hybrid cuckoo search algorithm, HCSA)P0)
fz 0 0 0 PLIE- S R AR E A B Gl - 2 - A R TREEK: 7/ b1 B s o e A =
fs 444 x 10710 8.88 x 1016 0 7% (Laplacian migration biogeography optimiza-
fo 0 0 0 tion, LM-BBO)PY. 7 Mt A e ARMNE T
fio 5:91x 1071 8.32x 10710 0 0 HS. PBA. DE. ABC. TLBO. CSA #I BBO, H
fir 290 x 1073 5.73 x 1073 0 0 AT R A BRI e F . 7 M EEN SR
frz 1.68x107° 146 x 107° 0 0 B EATE B RSCERFH R A T AT AP I ELEL,
LIL-GWO 5 3Ath 7 Ff 80325 (1) dge R Y. o £ 0P Ay

4 S R RH (FI~F3). 2 W BB yo BHIE, B 300000 V. 43R0 EE AN

(F4~F16). B (F17~F22) FIE & 14
PREL (F23 ~ F30). 1X48 bR 5 B AR R A 20 DL STk
[44]. AN R E R B D D = 30, AN

FAR R BUEVEE 2 [-100, 100].

R AU AIE AT 30 XS, JE il eI
WRZEAH b Z A Fridman's Goil-HE2 AR5 R, W
6 s,

#6 8 FEILN CEC 2014 MARAE 30 4~ KB S8 45 H bR i

Table 6 Comparisons of eight algorithms for 30 test functions from CEC 2014

R gotsiR HS-SA PBA CoDE MoABC DGS-TLBO HSCA LM-BBO LIL-GWO

SRR ZE 1.16 x 107 3.50 x 107 1.21 x 107 2.81 x 107 1.04 x 107 3.50 x 107 1.01 x 107  2.59 x 107

F1 FrifEZE 7.89 x 10* 2.16 x 107 4.48 x 106 1.01 x 107 8.61 x 10° 2.49 x 107 3.81 x 10°¢ 4.30 x 10°
He4 3 7 4 6 2 7 1 3

THRE 1.38 x 10 3.05 x 108 1.89 x 107 2.88 x 10* 4.59 x 10° 1.95 x 107 5.34 x 10* 1.02 x 107

F2 PRtz 1.34 x 10* 1.89 x 108 9.45 x 108 4.11 x 10* 1.11 x 107 5.49 x 107 2.14 x 104 2.71 x 10°¢
4 1 8 6 2 4 7 3 5

FERE%E S 6.31 x 108 6.97 x 10> 4.16 x 10® 1.06 x 10*  1.44 x 10*  3.10 x 10* 1.64 x 10* 2.24 x 10*

F3 Frdf 22 6.06 x 10® 3.96 x 103 1.89 x 103 3.66 x 10® 1.68 x 10* 1.36 x 10* 1.71 x 10* 2.72 x 10*
44 3 4 2 5 1 8 6 7

TRz 1.11 x 102 5.78 x 102 1.44 x 102 1.59 x 102 1.46 x 102 2.03 x 102 9.99 x 10*  2.38 x 10?

F4 bl 2= 4.01 x 10! 3.62 x 10! 1.55 x 10! 2.76 x 10! 3.78 x 10! 6.69 x 10! 2.85 x 10! 4.57 x 10!
4 2 8 3 5 4 6 1 7

FEEZE S 2.00 x 10t 5.21 x 10? 2.10 x 10! 2.04 x 10! 2.10 x 10! 2.00 x 10  3.06 x 10° 2.04 x 10!

F5 PRz 3.01 x 107* 526 x 1072 6.56 x 1072 3.53 x 1072 4.34 x 1072 2.28 x 1073 7.87 x 107! 6.42 x 1072
Hi44 2 8 6 4 6 2 1 4

TR 1.31 x 10* 6.16 x 102 5.57 x 10! 3.78 x 10! 1.67 x 10* 3.23 x 10! 1.69 x 10*  1.25 x 10*

F6 PRtz 2.12 x 10° 2.40 x 10° 2.67 x 10° 2.65 x 10° 3.45 x 10° 3.27 x 10° 3.12 x 10° 2.10 x 10°
H:4 2 8 7 6 3 5 4 1

PR ZE 1.52x 1072 7.04 x 102 1.20 x 10°  5.72 x 10~ 1.01 x 10° 1.79 x 10°  1.76 x 10~  7.66 x 10°

k7 bl 2= 1.63 x 1072 1.72x10° 7.20x 1072 1.36 x 10=*  1.50 x 10° 2.19 x 10°  8.56 x 10-2  4.50 x 10°
He4 1 8 5 3 4 6 2 7




10 SRR BT BB R 2 2] SR R AR A SR 2159
#6 8 MEPX CEC 2014 HALE 30 AN EK) 240 45 R ELEL (45 1)
Table 6 Comparisons of eight algorithms for 30 test functions from CEC 2014 (Continued 1)
Rt gt iR HS-SA PBA CoDE MoABC DGS-TLBO HSCA LM-BBO LIL-GWO
SPHRZE 4.10 x 1075 8.56 x 102 2.30 x 102 1.26 x 10! 7.67 x 10! 1.71 x 102 5.53 x 10! 3.49 x 10*
F8 FrRUEZE 8.13 x 10~¢ 1.48 x 10* 1.45 x 10! 1.74 x 10° 2.45 x 10! 3.46 x 10" 3.78 x 10?2 1.20 x 10!
HE4 1 8 7 2 5 6 4 3
R ZE S 6.71 x 100 1.01 x 102 3.80 x 102 2.58 x 102 9.84 x 10! 2.80 x 102 7.66 x 10* 6.02 x 10*
F9 Frift 2= 1.52 x 10t 1.33 x 10* 1.89 x 10t 2.83 x 10! 3.08 x 10* 5.16 x 10* 1.61 x 10! 8.59 x 10°
HE4 2 8 7 5 4 6 3 1
P2z 2.01 x 1001 1.89 x 103 7.26 x 103 2.29 x 102 2.39 x 102 2.66 x 103 1.26 x 104 1.72 x 103
F10  Frifez 4.66 x 10~2 3.68 x 102 3.84 x 102 1.07 x 102 4.71 x 102 5.34 x 102 1.16 x 10* 1.81 x 102
HA4 1 4 7 2 5 6 8 3
TRz 1.99 x 103 4.49 x 103 1.21 x 104 5.74 x 10° 3.93 x 10° 4.13 x 103 1.23 x 104 2.64 x 102
F11 Frift 2= 4.34 x 102 5.35 x 102 4.27 x 10? 3.27 x 102 5.45 x 102 5.35 x 102 3.42 x 102 3.12 x 102
His4 1 5 7 6 3 4 8 2
PR ZE S 2.46 x 1072 1.20 x 103 2.47 x 10°  4.71 x 10~ 2.75 x 10° 511 x10~* 1.11x1072 3.20x 101
F12  ArdEzE 1.26 x 1072 143 x 107! 2.74x107' 573 x1072 262x 107! 256x10~' 1.75x 107'® 3.19x 107!
HA4 2 8 6 5 7 4 1 3
TR ZE 5.24 x 1071 1.30 x 103 6.53 x 10~ 4.51 x 107! 4.71 x10~* 481 x10~* 6.55x 107 3.40x 10~*
F13  tr#EzE 1.04x 107 949 x 1072 6.56x 1072 4.11x10"2 131 x10~' 1.17x10~' 1.56 x 10~* 5.48 x 102
H:4 5 8 6 2 3 4 7 1
PR ZE 4.15 x 1071 1.40 x 103 4.31 x 107! 298 x 10! 2.88 x10~' 3.08x 10~* 6.20x 10~* 4.10 x 10~
F14  brdEzE 229 x 107t 4.57x 1072 850x 1072 250x 1072 4.92x 1072 5.64x 1072 296 x 107! 2.68 x 10~2
HE4 5 8 6 2 1 3 7 4
SR 2E 1.64 x 10t 1.52 x 103 3.78 x 10* 3.14 x 10* 3.75 x 10* 9.80 x 10* 1.55 x 10t 1.68 x 10°
F15  t#EzE 1.17 x 10t 3.36 x 10° 2.26 x 10° 6.02 x 10° 2.19 x 10! 3.02 x 10* 5.50 x 10° 4.92 x 10~*
He4 3 8 6 4 5 7 2 1
ISR 2 1.42 x 10* 1.63 x 103 2.28 x 10t 1.97 x 10! 1.11 x 10! 1.27 x 10! 1.08 x 10! 1.03 x 10*
F16  fr#EzE 7.83x 107t 3.78 x 107! 3.26 x 107! 4.02x 107! 6.62x 107* 5.01 x 107! 5.84x 107! 9.04 x 10!
fF4 5 8 7 6 3 4 2 1
SFEIRZE S 2.09x 106 3.40 x 106 1.81 x 10°  1.01 x 107  1.67 x 105  1.48 x 10°  1.46 x 10°  1.29 x 10°
F17 k% 1.31x10°  212x10° 124 x10°  4.96x10°  213x10°  1.21x10° 9.34x10°  1.23 x 10°
HA4 6 7 2 8 1 5 4 3
SR ZE 6.16 x 103 1.70 x 108 3.62 x 102 9.92 x 102 8.71 x 102 7.67 x 103 2.90 x 102 4.07 x 10°
F18  hr#EZE 6.22 x 102 1.06 x 10° 2.31 x 102 9.94 x 102 1.02 x 103 6.70 x 102 4.27 x 103 7.27 x 10°
HE4 4 8 3 6 1 5 2 7
SR 2 1.89 x 10! 1.91 x 102 3.62 x 10t 3.33 x 10t 2.71 x 10! 5.33 x 10t 5.19 x 103 1.84 x 10*
F19  tr#izE 2.46 x 10* 5.23 x 10° 1.08 x 10* 1.06 x 10* 2.86 x 10! 3.63 x 10* 5.67 x 103 3.78 x 10°
He4 2 7 5 4 3 6 8 1
SR 2E 6.77 x 10 8.77 x 103 5.04 x 102 3.96 x 10* 4.28 x 102 3.93 x 10 2.61 x 10* 1.76 x 10%
F20  Hr#EZE 5.09 x 10° 4.31 x 103 3.17 x 102 1.29 x 104 1.77 x 10? 2.20 x 10* 1.56 x 10* 9.12 x 102
HE4 3 4 2 8 1 7 6 5
TRz 5.27 x 10° 4.39 x 10° 212 x10* 7.30 x 10° 2.20 x 10* 3.54 x 10° 1.11 x 10° 3.27 x 10°
F21 FruEZE 3.59 x 10° 3.40 x 10° 1.61 x 10% 4.36 x 106 2.22 x 10* 3.48 x 10° 7.95 x 10° 2.86 x 10°
He4 6 5 1 8 2 4 7 3
PR 4.88 x 102 2.53 x 102 1.44 x 103 1.14 x 103 3.14 x 102 9.47 x 102 1.88 x 103 1.69 x 103
F22  hr#EzE 9.15 x 10* 1.08 x 102 1.59 x 102 1.89 x 102 1.41 x 10? 3.31 x 102 2.04 x 102 2.13 x 102
He4 2 8 5 4 1 3 7 6
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Table 6 Comparisons of eight algorithms for 30 test functions from CEC 2014 (Continued 2)
R SirgiR HS-SA PBA CoDE MoABC DGS-TLBO HSCA LM-BBO LIL-GWO
PRz 3.16 x 102 2.60 x 10 3.55 x 107 3.57 x 102 3.15 x 102 3.29 x 107 4.11 x 102 2.00 x 102
F23 brffz 574 x 107! 3.88 x 10  1.77 x 107!  7.30 x 10°  4.43 x 107! 7.51 x 10° 6.43 x 10! 0
4 3 8 5 6 2 4 7 1
FiRzE 2.31 x 102 2.61 x 10®  2.83 x 102 2.71 x 10? 2.00 x 102 2.78 x 10? 1.48 x 10*  2.00 x 102
F24 bR 5.17 x 10°  3.98 x 10°  1.80 x 10° 1.78 x 10°  9.68 x 10=*  3.11 x 10" 8.37 x 10® 0
4 3 7 6 4 1 5 8 1
FHR%E 2.05 x 102 2.70 x 10®  2.18 x 107 2.22 x 102 2.02 x 102 2.23 x 10? 5.29 x 102 2.00 x 102
F25 FRAE 2 1.51 x 10° 1.41 x 10° 1.94 x 10° 2.80 x 10° 3.62 x 102 9.39 x 10° 4.37 x 10! 0
4 3 8 6 4 5 7 2 1
TR ZE S 1.38 x 102 2.70 x 103 1.04 x 102 1.01 x 10? 1.10 x 102 1.00 x 102 2.13 x 10°  1.00 x 10?
F26 bRz 4.84 x 10 1.93 x 10 1.82x 10 6.75x 1072  3.15 x 10* 1.63 x 10~ 3.46 x 10° 0
4 5 8 7 6 3 4 2 1
THRE  6.69 x 102 3.14 x 103 1.28 x 103 1.08 x 103 7.94 x 10? 4.27 x 10? 1.96 x 102 2.00 x 102
F27 bRl 1.63 x 102 6.53 x 10! 1.47 x 102 3.78 x 102 2.15 x 102 1.96 x 10* 1.04 x 102 0
44 4 8 7 6 5 3 1 2
TR 1.03 x 102 3.90 x 10° 1.92 x 103 2.15 x 10® 1.43 x 103 3.49 x 103 1.94 x 10®  2.00 x 102
F28 FRAE 22 1.21 x 102 2.16 x 102 1.26 x 102 3.42 x 10?2 4.37 x 102 5.48 x 10? 5.49 x 10? 0
4 2 8 4 6 3 7 5 1
PEIRZE S 1.40 x 102 3.59 x 10*  2.00 x 10* 3.32 x 10® 3.08 x 10° 5.44 x 10° 1.98 x 10"  2.00 x 107
F29 bRl 4.27 x 102 1.64 x 10° 7.15 x 103 1.46 x 103 4.99 x 10° 2.61 x 108 3.96 x 10° 0
=4 2 5 4 3 7 6 8 1
THIRE  4.63 x 10° 1.55 x 10* 1.97 x 10* 1.61 x 10* 6.47 x 10° 2.49 x 10* 6.96 x 10°  2.00 x 102
F30 FRUEZE 2.32 x 10> 4.24 x 10>  2.00 x 10® 4.10 x 103 3.43 x 10® 2.26 x 10* 1.03 x 107 0
HA4 2 4 6 5 3 7 8 1
SRR 2.9333 7.0333 5.0333 4.7333 3.2667 5.1667 4.6333 3.0000
2 A4 1 8 6 5 3 7 4 2

% 6 741, 5 HS-SA. CoDE #1 LM-BBO %
AL, LIL-GWO 20 5I07E 17 21 F1 20 /NI R
B TR 45 R, 1 HS-SA . CoDE Al LM-
BBO 5L HI7E 13, 9 F1 10 AN L1538 T8¢
I s2as 45 . 5 MoABC. HSCA #1 DGS-TLBO
SVEA LG, LIL-GWO SE43 BIFE 20, 18 Al 22 A4
MR e £ EEUS TR as R, 78 F5. F24 fil F26
R ERAS T AL S5 B AR, MoABC. HSCA Al
DGS-TLBO #yE4rHI4E 9. 11 F1 7 N E 153
TRIFEE R, 5 PBA SIEME, BT % F3 R
F20, LIL-GWO Syk7e oAb s £ E383R 1 T 501
LEHL X F3 A1 F12, PBA S1:0045 BB, hk
8 " Friedman’s HEZ K50 45 Rl 40, HS-SA HE4 56
—, LIL-GWO #4458 —, kX & DGS-TLBO. LM-
BBO. MoABC. CoDE. HSCA 71 PBA.

3.6 LIL-GWO AT RABRESLHHA
JI e R TARARAL, RS A R 2 Al A R

U A8 R A, 3 R AT BR8P A e U I
A F. R BH BE DA FG 32 18 5 P PR RS i B i 4

A e AT E R R AR PR i sk
(Photo-voltaic, PV) ZZ0R K BHRER # 4 HLRE. R
M, PV R ARG BB IS AT, XK
Hu S w7 OK B B A A0, S TR RIRE PV
ZRGE, A AL T R R — PR S O R ORS R A 2
KIEAL PV BRI LEIZ AT o B S bR AT by o Al i
(KA. FEARZ AR PV R p o A A
RIS bl 2 A 2L R, PV OSSR (R ff ok
FER P AT ZE. P, AER AT 58 H R
ZHON PV RGN DA AN A AT Bk

WE 7 R, B CE B AR S TR TR
(1) LRI - Ut HEL BELRT ER BG P B

Hr P 7 AR R g IL A R B2

IL :Iph _Id_-[sh = Iph _Isd'
Vi, +Rs - I,

[exp <q (Vo + Rs -IL)> B 1] B
Ry,

n-k-T
(20)
Horlr, Ly, G AL, o S B PR, Lo P
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HBH L, Loq O AR (R R IR LRI L, Ve, hdin i
M, n o AR REL k= 1.3806503 x 1072
J/K AR 2, g = 1.60217646 A HL 1~ HifT,
T AL, Re H1 Ry, 43 ) A 53 IHCRT I 156 HiBH.
H X (21) A7, R RSB, B ANRATS L
(Iph, Isa, Rs, Rep F1n) FFEEHFIA

Ry
g
Light TIM Idl Lhi > I,
Ry
X NV
\@ 770 R, v
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Fig.7 Structure of single diode model

PV BRI ZHOF ST AL A i 7, G H A
FEATHF RS AT B AU S 5 520 Kt 1R R 22

/N, AT R ZE (RMSE) ok B 7652

_ Ik

]2
L,measured

1
RMSE(x) = N Z [Ilz,calculated (x)

N
k=1
Hp, N A8 EE, © = Iy, L, Rs, R, n).

EWOCCHR (53] P s EdE, I LIL-GWO
FEX E PV OB S HOE AT PR, LIL-
GWO HiESHWE 5% 3.1 WHFE, $harigqT 30
RIS B —H S5, IS5 Sk [52] LA
SOLHT IR, g5 IR 7 s,

i 7 thgs Bar 4, LIL-GWO #HH PV #i 2
B2 — Mt S50 RMSE 184 9.8604 x 1072,
5 BSA. IBSA. LBSA. CLPSO. BLPSO. DE-
BBO #1 GOTLBO &z, LIL-GWO #HiR ik
ZHUR S EI RMSE {8 (9.8604 x 107%) &/, 1t
Ab, FIH LIL-GWO #ER I B 2 5028 pl i) Fa ot —
B R (V) FIhR -k (P-V) Mgk 8 .
M 8 AT LAY B Hb B Y 7EHEAS L VU L Y, LIL-
GWO HHR S 505 SR AF IR S L5 S £ s
WA HAAT R 1 m] S P A sk

R T ORISR A B RTINS B
Table 7 Comparison among different algorithms on single diode model
%Yf Ip}L (A) Isd (/LA) RS (Q) Rsh (Q) n RMSE
BSA 0.7609 0.37749 0.0358 56.5266 1.4970 1.0398 x 10—3
IBSA 0.7607 0.35502 0.0361 58.2012 1.4907 1.0092 x 10—3
LBSA 0.7606 0.34618 0.0362 59.0978 1.4881 1.0143 x 103
CLPSO 0.7608 0.34302 0.0361 54.1965 1.4873 9.9633 x 10~3
BLPSO 0.7607 0.36620 0.0359 60.2845 1.4939 1.0272 x 10~3
DE-BBO 0.7605 0.32477 0.0364 55.2627 1.4817 9.9922 x 10~4
GOTLBO 0.7608 0.32970 0.0363 53.3664 1.4833 9.8856 x 103
LIL-GWO 0.7608 0.32363 0.0364 53.7967 1.4814 9.8604 x 10~4
1 0.5
o SR
0.8F 66— 6—6—6—6-6-0-0 04 A 2k
0.6 03
< 04 5 02+
2 02} g 01
Or or
—02F| o SZER -0.1
— A
04 X . . . , 02 . . . .
-0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6
BEN A% HH /v
@IV (b) PIV

K8 AL B A LIL-GWO TSR I L AL
Fig.8 Comparison of the measured data and calculated data obtained by LIL-GWO for the single diode model
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