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A Particle Swarm Optimization Approach for Symbolic Regression

MA Xuan'? LI Xing® TANG Rong-Jun' LIU Qing'+?

Abstract Symbolic regression is to construct a function model that fits a given dataset. It is the process of optimally
combining various basic functions, operators, and variables. This paper proposes a particle swarm optimization-based
algorithm for symbolic regression. In the proposed algorithm, the functional model to be established is represented as a
syntax tree, which is encoded as a particle through gene-expression. A specific implementation of particles flying and the
r-neighborhood learning mechanism of particle swarm were designed. To make particles be capable of jumping out local
extremum and to mitigate the negative influence on global optimization resulted from the fast convergence of the particle
swarm, mutation and scatter are respectively introduced into the proposed algorithm as operators. Besides, in order to
obtain concise functional model, the valid length of the gene-expression-based coding scheme is controlled in manner of
introducing a penalty term to the particle evaluation function. Exhaustive simulation experiments are carried out and
the results show that, the proposed algorithm can obtain the functional model with higher fitting precision and better

conciseness.
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5 VST B AR, [l 73 B 0N L b 48 0 246 4
J& T B SR B AL, AH R 1A 3 ik, 5 AR
B E SR BB S5, W SR, X
T 77 8 HL e A A B 1) 2 50 AN e D0 AL A B (1) &5
R N AR W gl i N« an tE s i) il 2ok
YA R 25 (R ERBUE, MR i R AR, (HE N
AP P2 R T PR AR L, Afegn U R IL
2, A A5 K ASE 25 g L R e AR A R ERT. 1992
5 I A2 Koza $& H AL F2 7 B i (Genetic
programming, GP)4 555 [0 77 VEHE A T
THETETTIR, £ 5 ABERE L G S, X RESs
R A R # 2 R TE R 20, 2001 4, Ferreira 78 GP
Ll 3R T IR IA A TS (Gene expression
programming, GEP)Pl, Hk—5 5 745 [0l )4 )5
LW, HET GEP 53R52 2IAAT I EIFAG 20T
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ZNHIET GP ORI GEP G f55 A4 At T fif o il
LA T VR A, ARG ATTAR A 3 0 I 25 UK I 3 L
. SEAHLBIE e RS B PO 2 FEIESRD, 3
Wiy 435 (B S R PR RE. AR SCRR e B AR R e 94 1Y)
2 SIHL, AERL AU A S B R A L, B
XPRE S B RS 5, S T — Pk R SR
(EREACIVEVIRFS

1 #XIE

P57 (BN LR R 2E I TOR AR R S Br TR ) 78 55 49
WA EEAEHE0 GP R T R R N E Tk
B (Syntax tree) 123N I &5 Ky = AR T 1) &
—AAME, XFRCIR G5 R, B B ERAE ISR, A
PRV VLA AR 25 5t BRAR RS I K 1) AL o ax A
) R, SCRR [12] 75 2 B8 2 R H g 48 1) 8 rp 4
T A A ORI R AL B AR T 5. S
MR [13] $2 T AT 2tk iR (Linear genetic
programming, LGP) 1777k, RS KE R
AMA, FFRIH — & AR B2 428 il 5 A 3G I g o
i T K FE A /NI AN AR R S, ol S IR B UE T B
A7 2. GEPBL SR [ @ K J3 10 4 1 7 7 i 3R
IR ARRE AN, AT R T AR B I ) L STk
[14] $2H T N HERR B R IEAT iR 5 1) GEP (Stack-
based method, S_.GEP), #& & I L 24%. STk [15]
P T — R B4 2 A GEP (Self-learning gene
expression programming, SL-GEP), & il T ik ¥
Difemge ok, 1Ihfen] LLE & )M E AL, dnT L
JA T3 — AT DI RE N S 3, FRE 0T G AR 1) ik
PR T T2 b R A = A L.

IR T O AR A& AR IR 1K 5 4k
W, FEFHLIA S AR 2 FE g, T HAE R
PERE R 5 2 BB AL R AE BRI SE . O T e =8
N4 JR B AR TR AT BE I, b oaE KA — FRCH I LA
K, EAAH NG N T S v SR N SR T

LR, HFH A8 SV AR M D A5 0] ) ) R 3
DU T A AN IRET M RE S, JRiE o)k Eaiel.
BR(17) ST R R TR [l N T R
(Artificial bee colony programming, ABCP) 5y,
HTWH T GP P Bk i, ARSI 1) ) 745 58
fEAE. SCHR [18] WPk N T 50 (Artificial fish
school algorithm, AFSA) FILALHELLRI GEP i)
SRR R A AT T Wb 85 &, B g v 7 FF
Rl A, (H AFSA A2 A SRR T x5
AT 2 ) B s R, SOk [19] $E T — R
GP H5¥i 7575 (Particle swarm optimization,
PSO) MR A 577% (Hybrid genetic programming
with particle swarm optimization, HGPPSO),

HASH GP KREMK, WAFAEACH 2K ) . SCHR
[20] $&th T — b i T O0 A 2R S5 R 1K) PSO
(PSO-based tree discovering algorithm, TSO), %
SVEAR CLTEER A0 BN BAT — 5 ISR AT 5
[l R ae ). B, H T HOIF AR AT S [ml )T
PR, ZEVEAN BRI L AT T 0] U ] R LR
SR, s A4

AR SRR B AL IEA S R T —
SRR AT 5 [ 1) R A B, SR GEP Hp g Ak
PRI 38 2R RE -1 HEAT G B, 0 RE 1 20 5 R A 1 o
TR AT O T R moRn T i S RE,
R e ARIRIPORE TG AN S, B SRR 1
FHHE AR, $&Ehn 148 R, — 2 ot
RARGLT MBI 5T, A0k~ A7 8k =) AR A8 1
A8 0 IR DR R 4 Je -0 AT 5
Wiy, T HL, 34056 Gt B2 1) A R0 B EAT 2 R LA 38 i
TR G, AR SCAE S 2 R S TR
TR R FEA R B, AR5 28 T PR 45 [ml
AR RSV, AR5 3 B E S P
GP. GEP. ABCP. AFSA I TSO 55§45 [l )74
REAT HUER, Bkt oA TR ISR A A, B
SR A 2
2 MRFFSEYARMEIRFRLICEE
2.1 FRENTERMLEZE

PSO & Kennedy Al Eberhart 52 %28 HE MR
PETRAT IR AT B 1) — BB e vk Y Ak
BB DR RE v AN 2 TR R 2% 20 AL, FE48 2R 5 ()
BEASRLF AL 27 SIHLH ) B AU X 8 kAT, PSO A
AP S 40> HWSiod PR AR s, 7EAR 2 U
BTN, e BEHLRARRA . 78 5 A A 23 B
IR HLES B R ERER R ARIO) L it i i R G 20
B R B O AR R e v ST

FERL T REUAC S, AR T BT A S AR e i
ZNAE d YE2S ) A AR R, AR
ZRA A P DA [A) R /AT, R RAT I, st ia
EEPAS HRAE” SRAN W 50 H R LRI B, —
AR, — A MR, ST A B A
B AR Y

vt 4+ 1) = wol(t) + e (pbestd (t) — x5 (t))+
eara(ghesti(t) — (1)) 1)
ot 4+ 1) =z(t) + vl (t + 1)
Hodr ¢ T EER AR, w A BIEACE, i

B4R B R AR RGeS T AR . ¢ A ey D9
HEERHL, vy Flry R [0, 1) Z [R5 7= R (B HLEL.
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1M vl (¢) A (t) 53 A7 AR ¢ R
BRI, pbestd (t) WKL A5 Prae P (h e &, B
AMEMAR; gbestd (t) W HEATEAR H 1 10 e bf- A7
RUAEAARRAE. 7220 (1) 1, wod(t) Rk 83 &
YR A BT B IZ 85 ¢y (pbestd (t) — zd(t))
N LA E= =3 TR VA NP EN T ST N AT
(1) B 2% S coro(gbestd(t) — xd(t)) Ko ATk
TR A B I B R B, RB TR A A
PE.

2.2 RIF4mEY

TV B A R R BB T () — MR Utk R IE, A
AEUW. 2 A s, AR AR A2
YEA 5 SEIL S5 AN 2. Ferreira 3F— 20 % 18 75 B4
Gty g — A B E (W 4. — X =) K3
(4n: sin. cos. In. e*). FIZ AT (W i AN AL 5
U ) MR ME B By BRI R IA 3 (Gene
expression)”. [ TR AL 8, 5158
W, B XERIE RTE 2R, IF Hodk T AR i 1K 55 )
LS R A8 Pk, AR SCIRSR FH R R
IE AKX AT g s, BLCLK (2) Hh i) ek O
GG HE T P IR VR 6] i DR SR 0A 2 2 i R )
TUABRE. BB ER A DL A BN A AR E
A AT 2 ), R4S 35 PR Rk 2 2 A X
(Coding region), 14 1 W5 TS 0~ 4 XN
s T OR ERAE 2 PR 3Rk AN 2 7 AR T RlaE v
B, Ferreira 4% K25 Bt T I0R LS, BIAE
it X I8 I — B AE S X (Non-coding region).
A G b X i DT 38 210 T A i 4y, HAR HT 2
1S AL AR 5 g fd ) R Gk, sk 1
WP T 5~ 10 XN AT T, ST, BERR
Ko i B R By, Horh, 5 Bt Head 426
A2 SR R KO 28 1 4 25 4 1, i Fé B Thail X
AR S, AR, FEP R L UK B Length
1 B Len (Head) 5 R B K E Len (Tail) 2 il
H T ARUEE AR A O IR R, SRR
5 X Len (Tail) A Len (Head)x(n — 1), I
n Ay 3 DR 3R 0 S G 1 b AT S R BT SR AR
PR L. 4552 Len (Head), M| Len (Tail) nJ#ff

I SR )
Fig.1 Syntax tree

5E , RET AT 2 FE R Rk g i 1 S RE . FER IR
T, K2 td 15 Bt Head H1 B Tail BEAE A F 1)
RO, B ¥ B AT S AL IS AT L e S ERF
Hh DASEE R BEA LRI R8BS A 5 A A SBVF N ZE
1B AT R HE.

f(z) =e" +1n2 (2)

®1 krrgmit

Table 1 Particle coding

Node code 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
X + exp In =z 2 1 2 2 1 =z =

23 HFITH

XL 0V 61 S A T, — R T
ARG 2RI, 53— MR TR TE. 34T
2, ASSCR AT 1 B0 SO /AT o
i, BB (3) B

1 no | f(2) — il

f n Zi:l |yZ’ (3>
Horp, f FORRLT IS N AR, o WINEHE (24, vs)
IS 2, i 20 0 R BERLERT N, i L TR0 0 540
[ @) AsEbra ) pA R R Aol A5 [RE SEks |
MRS ISR, SKARAUL G52 25 5/ I oR £
FEA BT 3l N FEAEER I, R . AT e, S
R [27) K Rk R RGR RS (gt 1A B RE) A
2k AR R P AR E, 1 g B () A RO AR
I, A SRAIRT T4 %, 15 2807 R I8 Uk
JERT e, (Ha A% k2, A GANTT
SR, 19 B A A A N, RS ) AR
i, A T AR AR B0k — 8 K LIS 30 N A B
()T R, AR SN 2 i 1R A 2K BEEAT A0 . 1 5
5 PR) I o A7 205 e 2 5 ) 20 AR BEE IS, X6 3 Y
JEE pR BRI — AN I, R 9 B Ll g 1) ofe
L T A G b AT R JE I YO “L7 SEiE, A
SR FHAD 25500 bR B0 7 2O AN R 2 R R AT
RO, Wk (4) Fros.

Ly Ml 4 51— 1), 1>1L
I __ =1
f 1 i [f(zi)—yil

n = [yl ’

Ferb, ff MR TR IE N A, 6 TR, 1A
i i 1A SE P s /MK 1, L it I 4R
JE. G b 1R S5 o A A PR I 2 B 1) 20 TR JBE I
SEINAL R FEN i E R IRt RV EDINITE DN PG A RIS
JEE R I 2 SRR (R K I N AR 22 JFAEIA AU

(4)
<L



8 1 IR A — FORAEAT 5 (B i B ARy B 2 1717

P2 WETEIK, S BUHS G B 1) S AT 20K B 4 I AE—
SE MIVE L2 A, 38 1M 75 28] LA g i PR R AR 2 74

2.4 RIFXIT

AR P/ A R EE AR RIIT B & /R MU NE 2B P A
T ) HbR AT, AT 5 [l e e, e s A
RYGERRL1 1) AT 2 — > T MR YL i) OB 1] . ey
TR 7B R TR S — AN E AR, A S Ak T BE AL
SRVE R B, G0 B H AR R 40 RAT AR — B
Ak, AR T HASH 5 B, Bk
BRI RAT 2 2L TR AR G B 2
R IR OG AR, DAL G i gk AT B A T DL SR IR
T RAT ) ARSCHIRL T RAT SR VR R ARGE
MHRLT R X, R JRAERL TR gbest, MEMRAL K
T M pbest. M X [r] gbest I}, GG X A BEHL
L gbest W—AERZ AT A, ARG &P 5 55
A X PR AL X [ AMARAE pbest 15 2]
T R gbest 19272177 XA, HoE2 21 H
FRANIE]. 1 7 A 4857 2] H bR I — A5 50 0 33 1)
Ki7 1) ©AT TV

Wik 2 iR, BITE gbest iy X FEALIERE T
—ANi5 o 1T R, R gbest g5 1 BT
RBHRF X 1 5 L B AE pbest dnid X
BLEHE T — A5 3 1 AL, BLH pbest s
3 BT SRR X1 3 S A, XA AT 1S 2
[Pk X (e, X' AR E 2 Bios.

#F 2 kT X. gbest. pbest UL X' 4wt

Table 2  The code of particle X, gbest, pbest and X’
Node code 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
X + 2 sin — In z a z x a a
pbest + x cos / — x a T a xT a
gbest exp + a — In a a = a x a
X’ + 4+ sin / In 2z a z x a a

2 X' I
Fig.2 The syntax tree of X’

2.5 r-SBEIMRRLFREFR D

GBest B[ PSO WS HR#EAH 5 324, LBest
BRI PSO A5 B AVE SR8 P8, 454 —H 1)
PRl ARSCR A r-AB SRR BESR $h, Wil 3 By
. KA R AT AR RS, R E R
R EHE:, M AN IE RS K. PRI
A RSB BCE AN REIVE R ) B TR L
fERE—ART 4, H 48300 B &5 815 LAHAR I 2r
AR, filan, e =1 W, ki o M5 eG4
(PR R AT 3 AR ARSL (1 — 1. iy i4+1). K
F 0 AR AT DL AR I B R (rbest) A
Fhos 5 2N GRAT A B AL, 2 — AR 2
B AR AN Bk SEIAE B AT T, /bR Bt
—ANKLTAE AR, XA, AR A B S
I3 85 R BRI GE VR A A R, AT 1S 5 1 RE
TR ) e
——————— -2

AS

O i— 1 (rbest)
, Q

\

PS: FREHINE i BirARic A 1 B PS
B3 - AR IOPRORE 1R b
Fig.3 The ring topology of r-neighborhood particles

2.6 REHETSHAET

b )45 R ) 27 ST LSRR SR04 DA DR i
S, ANtk TN B e 5 IR A
A RORE 8 N Jr 308 D3R e VA B Y, R AR Y
PRI [ FEAG TR IR R R

TR SE RN R B AR IS, A S R
AL S0 AR S LS KL BEL A VR0 Ak
UL B MR AR AT AR S AN T J S 1k L ) 0 At 1)
BE ). AN SR ATAZ 7 i AR, AR A5 5[] U i TR
T O IEs B TR T, RATEIN: B
PR AL (AN KT i RO RE I IR,
A N SRAZ T RN B, AR5 AE S it DX A BEBIL A 2 22
AL KL E,; B o AE AR B BRI kAT
RAZ . I RARNLE Ry Gy v BEX SN, BEALE A b
e BEAT RS 0T g R B X s, BN
B OEFT. BORRAZ T RN 3, W13k 3 TR,
BEHLIERER T i 5 200 1. 3. 5. RBEE BUK
X—Z R B R 5, WEE 2 AN AL (1 515 ) A
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4 NITAT (3 S ) AL TSRS BEIX Ik, A 6 A
A5 S T gmiE R BIX A, o 1 S
RERAERT “47 BNV “«7; 3 5400 mUERVERT
“P RN RN “cos”; b ALY RIS I ‘o7 Bl

BURR SR B “a”. =AW R RS NE, KLy X
WD X
®3 BT X M X %65
Table 3  The code of particle X and X’
Nodecode 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
X + 4+ sin / In z a z z a a
X’ + X sin cos In a a x z a a

N T IR AL AR DR [ el R 1) AN R R i
ARV THOFS 7. W R A ) b T34
2 AN R L 7 DR B A, i LA Kk
TRAT R B ITIRALE, & 4 45l TR 70T
i B R s mYy d SR EET
A.B.C.D.E.F.G%7TMH 1. ki AR
FEANAZ, JoAx 6 MR 2O B (K 4 R
L Sk PTER ). AR T HOT 57 0 o 25 I8l
B A R RS TR AR R N G MR ooy AR RO T
SRR AR 5 TR AR R R TTVE A SR kL
TGN AR AN, A5 A, A A F L IR AS
[ R0 3G N E AR A I, P LA g5 4. ELL
Bt Rk, BB AR, SRR A £ 1
ANTEL TR R RORE 3, A SR AR i R 0 B, RAR

JHE T,
© o

K4 HOTHT
Fig.4 Scattering operator

2.7 HERIE

ST 00 N2 WSR2 BT dn A R R 14>
W, IR PATHOTH T, B8 2Tk 12 A5 25 F A
(CI R VAR K VA= WA B S T AR VA B VA R M 754
B B 0~ 1 Z I B BEHLEL, I 2L bl
HLEL rand J2 75 K T 5848 % PM, #7 BEALEL rand
KT RAMA PM AR 7 RAT5 7, Bl kL1
Sl HAT r- 4B AR FIRL T (rbest) %% >, PRI HAT
ARRAE B2 5 2 BENLEL rand /N T RATHER

PM AL FIAT SRARSE 7. AL T # DT
TS, R AE A ETAIAT A 40R. ok 1ik
BIBLE FIEACR L M, SASTH, 5 W SR 4R 230,
17 F AT EREPAT IR AR WA 5 P,

PS: FATEHIEL

PM: TRAEME R

MI: B KRR KL

Fe AR 1 B MI

rand: 774 0 & 12 JE]IK
BEHLAL

i B TARIMA 1 2 PS

JoREFARE A 1 ) PS

K5 SRR
Fig.5 Algorithm flowchart

3 HERW

NI AUEA SR E P VERE, I IR 4 AN S5 I
H¥tiT %52, HiEH C++ 4k, £ Windows7 R
4t (64 fr) Eizfr, CPU 4 Intel(R) Core (TM)
i5-2450M (2.5 GHz), W17 8 GB.

3.1 Benchmark EHERFIE R E L LI

K HHSCHER [17] FrAE T 10 S BA ARITEAR
BRI HON A TR AL REREAT MK, I 1y FoAth 50 1) 45
VAT AL, Seit A AR RN R 2 AL £
A Y I ek HONT 1 8 VP 455 55 LULRAIE SE
BN LU IS SR [30] i SC (Stan-
dard crossover). NSM (No same mate). SAC (Se-
mantics aware crossover). CAC (Context aware
crossover). SBS (Soft brood selection) FI SSC (Se-
mantic similarity-based crossover), LA ik [17]
(1) ABCP FISCHR [18] B AFSA. ACHEESHINK
4. T SRR L 40 v 22 2 FE 3 VEA e B =X
(5) Hros.
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Table 4  Algorithm parameters
i ZHIE
1 RPN A2 15000 000
Tl A 50
HRKE 10
LIRS 18
HilES s 0.0001
FOAREHI LRI 2r+1,r=2
IR ] z, 1 (BA); o,y (AR
PR SOBH T +,—, X, /, sin, cos, €%, In
MR EL 100
n
F =S 1) - uil (5)
i=1

Horp, n AMIEAE (24, yi) BIDNEG @, v 739004
BRI N, o I f () R SEBRAS 21 R
T o Hcds . WA 1 10 4~ Benchmark #8240 3&
5 Ftas. BN R B0 A T AR S U X R R RE A
A T R AR R, AR SO T STk [30]
(& Lk Redabs (RIS AT I 20 b)), S5 %S
X 10 NMRREMALIZAT 100 K, S8 PEN T B

B EIE 15000000 i HiEL b, FRRIZAT IR H A7
FEIE N LR BUE /N T 0.01 AMEFTA A 1ZIGEELT )
o K6 G T SEIERIEITE S, £ T %
T A5 100 IRBRSTLIZAT BT A AN I 7 108
I JE .l AR AR A % R A 1 e A 3R DR DA A AL
PR, FEARSAE R SE50 T & b, S M50
5 W BRI T A SIO T) 40 IS 21 6328, 6.63 s,
6.71s, 6.52s, 6.465s, 6.69s, 6.545s, 6.39s, 32.07s,
33.15s.

*5 Nk eR %L

Table 5  Benchmark functions

Functions Fitcases
Fl=23+2z*+=x 20 random points C [—1, 1]
F2=zx'+23+2°+=x 20 random points C [—1, 1]
F3=a°+z*+ 2 +22 4z 20 random points C [—1,1]
F4=2z5+ 2%+ 2*+ 2%+ 2% + = 20 random points C [—1,1]
F'5 = sin(z?) cos(z) — 1 20 random points C [—1, 1]
F6 = sin(z) + sin(z + 2?) 20 random points C [—1,1]

F7=In(z+1)+1In(z* + 1)
F8 =z
F9 = sin(z) + sin(y?)
F10 = 2sin(z) cos(y)

20 random points C [0, 2]
20 random points C [0, 4]
100 random points C [—1,1]
100 random points C [—1,1]

R6  JHIBITH L (%)

Table 6  Percentage of successful runs (%)
Techniques Functions
F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10
AL 100 82 22 3 60 84 11 79 94 72
AFSA 97 80 9 2 47 73 26 98 78 80
ABCP 89 50 22 12 57 87 58 37 33 21
SC 48 22 7 4 20 35 35 16 7 18
NSM 48 16 4 19 36 40 28 4 17
SAC2 53 25 4 17 32 25 13 4
SAC3 56 19 2 21 23 25 12 3

SAC4 53 17 11 1 20 23 29 14 3 8
SAC5 53 17 11 1 19 27 30 12 3 8
CAC1 34 19 7 7 12 22 25 9 1 15
CAC2 34 20 7 7 13 23 25 9 2 16
CAC4 35 22 7 8 12 22 26 10 3 16
SBS31 43 15 9 6 31 28 31 17 13 33
SBS32 42 26 7 8 36 27 44 30 17 27
SBS34 51 21 10 9 34 33 46 25 26 33
SBS41 41 22 9 5 31 34 38 25 19 33
SBS42 50 22 17 10 41 32 51 24 24 33
SBS44 40 25 16 9 35 43 42 28 33 34
SSC8 66 28 22 10 48 56 59 21 25 47
SSC12 67 33 14 12 47 47 66 38 37 51
SSC16 55 39 20 11 46 44 67 29 30 59
SSC20 58 27 10 9 52 48 63 26 39 51
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Table 7 Mean best fitness values (%)
Techniques Functions
F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10
ARSCHE 0.00 0.03 0.30 0.35 0.02 0.01 0.14 0.05 0.01 0.82
AFSA 0.00 0.06 0.35 0.33 0.02 0.05 0.13 0.01 0.23 0.69
ABCP 0.01 0.05 0.07 0.10 0.05 0.02 0.06 0.10 0.47 1.06
SC 0.18 0.26 0.39 0.41 0.21 0.22 0.13 0.26 5.54 2.26
NSM 0.16 0.29 0.34 0.40 0.19 0.17 0.11 0.19 5.44 2.16
SAC2 0.16 0.27 0.42 0.50 0.22 0.23 0.15 0.27 5.99 3.19
SAC3 0.13 0.27 0.41 0.48 0.18 0.23 0.15 0.27 5.77 3.13
SAC4 0.15 0.29 0.40 0.46 0.17 0.22 0.15 0.26 5.77 3.03
SAC5 0.15 0.29 0.51 0.46 0.17 0.21 0.15 0.26 5.77 2.98
CAC1 0.33 0.41 0.52 0.53 0.31 0.42 0.17 0.35 7.83 4.40
CAC2 0.32 0.41 0.53 0.53 0.31 0.42 0.17 0.35 7.38 4.30
CAC4 0.33 0.41 0.33 0.53 0.30 0.42 0.17 0.19 7.80 4.32
SBS31 0.18 0.29 0.30 0.36 0.17 0.30 0.15 0.18 4.78 2.75
SBS32 0.18 0.23 0.29 0.36 0.13 0.28 0.10 0.18 4.47 2.77
SBS34 0.16 0.23 0.31 0.33 0.13 0.21 0.11 0.19 4.17 2.90
SBS41 0.18 0.26 0.27 0.38 0.12 0.20 0.13 0.20 4.40 2.75
SBS42 0.12 0.24 0.29 0.30 0.12 0.18 0.10 0.16 3.95 2.76
SBS44 0.18 0.24 0.33 0.35 0.15 0.16 0.11 0.19 2.85 1.75
SSCs8 0.09 0.15 0.19 0.29 0.10 0.09 0.07 0.15 3.91 1.53
SSC12 0.17 0.17 0.18 0.28 0.10 0.12 0.07 0.13 3.54 1.45
SSC16 0.10 0.15 0.23 0.26 0.10 0.10 0.06 0.14 3.11 1.22
SSC20 0.10 0.18 0.23 0.30 0.09 0.10 0.06 0.14 2.64 1.23
%
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Fig.6 Histogram of successful running percentage
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Table 8  Algorithm parameters for “V” function
ZH ZHIE
AR EL 50000
s e 300
B 25
LWRKSE 35
i 0.05
FRAREGHY B 2r+1,r=2
ZIEFF z,1,0.2,2,4,0.7,0.1,0.1415,0.01, 3

RSB A +, =, X, /, /7 sin, cos, e”, In, z
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Fig.9 Comparison of the relative error distribution
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Fig.10 Iterative curve comparison of algorithms with

different operators
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M 9 mTLLE H, 75 3E N EEAE (Average
fitness), br#fE % (Standard deviation), M3k 100 X
B B R Z A ) H 4 e (Perfect hits in %), #l
o 21 5t ik AP il B B PE A 80 (Number of
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Table 9  Comparison with results in reference [20]
Sk GARAEEL F1 F2 F3 Fl1l
Average fitness 0 0.09 0.63 0.26
Standard deviation 0 0.35 0.79 0.36

TSO

Perfect hits in % 100 92 57 52
Number of evaluations 1220 4660 7000 9020
Average fitness 0 0 0.04 0.23
e Standard deviation 0 0 0.26 0.30
A
Perfect hits in % 100 100 97 73
Number of evaluations 692 1589 6645 8350

3.4 ERBUIEERYEFMS
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Table 10  Observation data

1,2,3,4,5 6,7, 8,9, 10, 11, 12
13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20

0.250841, —0.373517, —1.957016, —2.699129, 1.619885
4.684452, 2.686799, —0.501882, —4.718648, —7.787834
0.056755, 9.363730, 6.761007, 0.824883, —5.821076
—12.512195, —5.349206, 12.234454, 12.324229, 3.656108
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Table 11  Function models with different constrained length
ARKE AR Yifiy FERIRIE
X, oS, X, x, /, cos, T, , COS, eXp, Cos, sin, sin, x, , COS, . =
25 24 v v x c?sx -Cos(cos(cos(sin(\/cos(\/52 x)))))
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X, o8, /,x,x exp, +, sin, sin, sin, z, cos, /, In, cos TocosY
22 21 9 b b b ?‘\/77 b b} b} b} k) b b b b 7'\/7, . ‘ ‘ ln ecosz
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. T - cosT
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20 19 . . T
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18 18 o o T
\/ebmm + esinz _ ln(f)
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15 13 Joine I gsing
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{3k 56 A, Fxt AR N D ECR T, Hrdr 5 A7 12 FIEIE (FT)
MG RIS BN R R T R, R R L Rt Table 12 Predicted values (million)
A, HA 22 AR 2. AR 56 A4
3 S B AR D B I R AR, 45 3 R 50 20 g it 2 il Sk [31] ARCHLE —H2
WE 11 Pros, AR5 ASTIEF STk [31] 1T 2020 125.325 125.238 0.087
MWW 12, FESECOY, KK 8 LK & Bk 2030 119.125 119.902 0.777
3 40, LL 10000 IEARAE RN Ll 25, HRSHA 2040 110.919 112.385 1.466
/E' 2050 101.923 103.425 1.502
] T 2060 92.840 93.845 1.005
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Fig.11 Model of Japanese population prediction
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